THE NEW AMERICAN resulted from a merger, in 1985, of The Review of the News 
and American Opinion and was designed to incorporate the most appealing aspects of each -- 
the brief, incisive news items of TROTN and the extended, in-depth analyses of AO, both of 
which have been retained under their original names. One Man's Opinion, the title of the 
magazine originally founded by Robert Welch, and later superseded by American Opinion, 
appears in THE NEW AMERICAN as the heading for guest editorials. These clear links to the 
magazine's past pay homage to the man who was the inspiration for it, demonstrate to longtime 
readers the steadfastness of our purpose, and symbolize our determination to profit from the tried 
and true. 

At the outset, THE NEW AMERICAN adopted a thematic approach, designating certain 
departments of the magazine -- Front Page, American Opinion, In Light of the Past, etc.-as the 
mediums through which to achieve multiple perspectives on a single subject. With rare 
exception, this technique has proven to be an excellent organizing device and a sound way of 
covering a subject comprehensively. The consolidation into one issue of articles that address 
aspects of the same subject has also reduced the amount of repetition that would otherwise occur 
in the magazine throughout the year. 

THE NEW AMERICAN is divided into three major sections: (1) the News Section, 
consisting of the Front Page (an extended treatment of a breaking news event often thematically 
linked with the American Opinion feature) and the various geographical departments (Nation, 
Hemisphere, World) devoted to brief, one- to three-page treatments of current events; (2) the 
American Opinion, our magazine within a magazine, consisting of sustained analysis of the 
contemporary and historical dimensions of an issue of concern to conservatives; and (3) the 
Features, consisting of book and movie reviews; columns on economics, law, and education; and 
ar on historical events and personages. 

Preceding the News Section are Letters to the Editor and One Man's Opinion, the guest 
editorial column. These are positioned at the very beginning of the magazine so that their 
physical separation from the material that follows will underscore their status as personal 
opinions not necessarily representative of the viewpoints of the staff. Wider latitude is accorded 
these private perspectives, and editorial commentary on them is generally withheld, so as to 
encourage free expression. Readers have conveyed appreciation for the diversity of opinion that 
results from this unrestricted approach. 

Included in the Features section are Correction Please! and Free Press. Free Press is 
intended to alert our readers to worthy articles appearing in other distinguished publications, 
thereby broadening the scope of their reading and giving credit where it is due to other 
contributors to the success of the conservative movement. A carry-over from The Review Of the 
News, Correction Please! continues to monitor inaccuracies in the Establishment press. Readers 
are encouraged to forward our corrections, with their own comments, to the sources of the 
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misinformation. This call to action is intended to ensure that errant journalists are apprised of 
their mistakes and made aware that attentive readers are scrutinizing their work. 


April 20 was a blustery day with alternate rain, sleet and snow and with bone-chilling 
winds sweeping down the Rhine valley from the north over the fiats where the 
inclosure was located. Huddled close together for warmth, behind the barbed wire 

was a most awesome sight -- nearly 100,000 haggard, apathetic, dirty, gaunt 

blank-staring men clad in dirty field grey uniforms, and standing ankle-deep in 

mud. Here and there were dirty white blurs which, upon a closer look were seen 

to be men with bandaged heads or arms or standing in shirt sleeves! The German 

Division Commander reported that the men had not eaten for at least two days, 

and the provision of water was a major problem -- yet only 200 yards away was 

the river Rhine running bank-full. 

A description of the horrid conditions found at Auschwitz, Dachau, Buchenwald, or 
Treblinka? No, it is an excerpt from a report by two U.S. Army colonels, James B. Mason and 
Charles H. Beasley, who, in the spring of 1945, were inspecting the conditions in American 
prisoner of war camps where millions of Germans were being held. Here is another description 
of the same camps from another source: 

In April 1945, hundreds of thousands of German soldiers as well as the sick from 

hospitals, amputees, women auxiliaries, and civilians were caught .... Nagging 

hunger and agonizing thirst were their companions, and they died of dysentery. A 

cruel heaven pelted them week after week with streams of rain .... [A]mputees 

slithered like amphibians through the mud, soaking and freezing. Naked to the 

skies day after day and night after night, they lay desperate in the sand of the 

Rheinberg or slept exhaustedly into eternity in their collapsing holes. 

Ike's Killing Fields 

These shocking passages are taken from Other Losses: An Investigation into the Mass 
Deaths of German Prisoners at the Hands of the French and Americans After World War IT 
(see page 32), a book that is dropping like a nuclear bomb on the Dwight D. Eisenhower 
centennial celebrations this year. Canadian author James Bacque asserts that a million or more 
Germans died of starvation, exposure, and sickness due to overcrowding and the complete 
absence of shelter and sanitation in American and French POW camps. 750,000 perished under 
American control, 250,000 under the French, he says. 

"At least 10 times as many Germans died in the French and American camps as were 
killed in all the combat on the western front in northwest Europe from June 1941 to April 1945," 
Bacque writes in Other Losses. "By the end of May (1945) more people had died in the U.S. 
camps than died in the atomic blast at Hiroshima. Not a word reached the press." Bacque places 
the blame for these deaths directly on Eisenhower, who, he charges, personally ordered the 
inhuman treatment that violated the Rules of Land Warfare, the Geneva Convention, and "the 
common decency of the enormous majority of Americans" -- knowing full well that this would 
result in a tremendous loss of life. Ike then orchestrated a massive and -- until now -- completely 
effective cover-up. 

Preposterous! Impossible! Neo-Nazi crackpot revisionist propaganda! Scandal 
mongering! America bashing! Hero bashing! All of these charges have been leveled at Bacque 
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since the publication of Other Losses last fall. Not Ike, the gentle soldier, the kindly grandfather, 
the Supreme Commander of all Allied forces in Europe, the general who "defeated Hitler" and 
"won the war" for us, our 34th president. Ridiculous! Obviously the invention of a warped, 
fascist mind. 

But Bacque carries no torch for fascism, Hitler, or the Nazis. He 1s, in fact, a certified 
"liberal," and a life-long Germanophobe. The explosive story of Other Losses is a live bomb that 
he just happened to stumble across while researching another completely unconnected aspect of 
World War II. The evidence he presents is not easily dismissed, and his meticulous research has 
won praise from a number of distinguished historians. 

Former Senior Historian of the United States Army Dr. Ernest F. Fisher, a retired colonel 
who served with the 101st Airborne in World War II, wrote the Foreword to Other Losses. Peter 
Hoffman, Professor of German History at Montreal's McGill University, says that he finds 
Bacque's evidence "convincing on most points, persuasive on others." Stephen E. Ambrose, 
Professor of History at the Eisenhower Center of the University of New Orleans and author of 
The Supreme Commander: The War Years of General Dwight D. Eisenhower, called Other 
Losses "a major historical discovery, the full impact of which neither you nor I can fully imagine 
... (this) will span the ocean and have reverberations for decades, yes centuries, to come." 

But wait -- Professor Ambrose, the big gun in Eisenhower research, has now reversed 
himself on Bacque's book. During a telephone interview with THE NEW AMERICAN in April, 
Ambrose had little that was positive to say about either Bacque or Other Losses. While he still 
agrees that Bacque has made a major discovery, he says now that "his research is shoddy, 
inexcusably so." "He doesn't get the story right on Eisenhower or the POWs, and he grossly 
exaggerates the number of deaths," said Ambrose. "By sensationalizing the story he has 
cheapened it." He offered no specifics to back these serious accusations and was obviously 
annoyed when pressed for examples of "shoddy" research. 

Raining on Ike's Parade 

Other Losses is sure to cause some gigantic headaches for sponsors of Eisenhower 
celebrations this year, and for the Insiders who have been covering up his black deeds these past 
four decades. Because Bacque still has been unable to find a U.S. publisher, only a relatively 
small number of copies of the book have been sold here; in Canada and Europe, it has already 
sold over 100,000 copies. The book received a big boost in Canada when Saturday Night, a 
respected monthly magazine with a liberal bent, featured a major article by Bacque condensing 
Other Losses. That September 1989 issue -- with an ominous photo of General Eisenhower on 
the cover and the blaring headline, "Eisenhower's Death Camps: The Last Dirty Secret of World 
War Two" -- ignited a storm of controversy that continues to rage. New editions and translations 
of the book are now being published in Germany, England, Ireland, Scotland, France, Holland, 
Turkey, and Japan. 

Still, it is virtually impossible to find the book at bookstores in this country, and it has 
been ignored in the review pages of America's "prestige" press. Professor Ambrose is quoted as 
saying, in a Knight-Ridder newspaper article of March 18th: "I'm amazed there wasn't more 
made of this in the U.S. I've gotten calls from reporters all over Canada, England, Ireland, 
Scotland, France, Germany." But he had received calls from only two American reporters, he 
said. Ambrose is reported to have said that, judging from the negligible media coverage and the 
rejection of the book by U.S. publishers, there appears to be a "conspiracy to protect Ike" in the 
United States. Ambrose, apparently, for whatever reasons, has now joined that conspiracy. 

Nevertheless, through the American "underground" press, word-of-mouth, and with the 
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help of one of Patrick Buchanan's syndicated columns, Americans have begun to learn of Other 
Losses. U.S. orders for the book have been flowing in to the Canadian publisher, Stoddart 
Publishing, in Toronto. 

"Disarmed Enemy Forces" 

On March 10, 1945, two months before VE Day, the Allied Combined Chiefs of Staff 
received a message signed and initialed by Eisenhower that proposed circumventing the Geneva 
Convention through the creation of a new class of prisoners. These prisoners would not be fed by 
the army after the surrender of Germany. They would no longer be classified as prisoners of war, 
but as "disarmed enemy forces" or DEF. The proposal didn't originate with Eisenhower, but 
followed from directive JCS 1067, the revised Morganthau Plan drawn up by Secretary 
Morganthau and Soviet agent Harry Dexter White. The Combined Chiefs approved the DEF 
status of POWs in American hands only, since the British members of the CCS refused to adopt 
this obvious violation of the Geneva Convention as policy for their own prisoners. 

Under the terms of the Convention, which had been signed by all of the Allied powers. 
prisoners of war were guaranteed important basic rights, which included: the right to send and 
receive mail; the right to be fed and sheltered to the same standard as base or depot troops of the 
Capturing Power; and the right to be visited by delegates of the Red Cross for independent 
verification of adherence to the Convention. All of these rights, Bacque claims, were denied to 
millions of German prisoners who were transferred from POW to DEF status during 1945. The 
result was excruciating misery, starvation, and death on a massive scale. These deaths were not 
recorded as deaths, but were hidden among the statistics in the U.S. Army's POW reports under a 
nebulous category known as "other losses." 

Other Voices 

The publication of Other Losses appears to have broken a logjam. In the past few 
months, many former American GI prison guards and former German POWs have come forward 
to corroborate Bacque's thesis with their own harrowing experiences. Dr. Martin Brech is one of 
those, Now a professor of philosophy and religion at Mercy College in Dobbs Ferry, New York, 
he served in early 1945 as a POW guard in the U.S. Army 14th Infantry regiment, 71st Division 
at Andernach. There, he says, "I witnessed an atrocity: the deliberate starvation of German 
POWs by our own army." In a 12-page statement, parts of which have been published as letters 
to the editor in various newspapers, Dr. Brech writes that the conditions under which the 50,000 
to 65,000 prisoners were kept were "indescribable." "The men I guarded had no tents or other 
shelter, no blankets and many had no coats ... during a cold, wet spring. Their misery from 
exposure alone was evident." 

He was shocked to see prisoners eating grass to ease their hunger pangs and sleeping in 
their own excrement. "I saw no sign of provision for water, so the thin soup was their food and 
water for the day," says Brech. "Some days there was bread, less than a slice each. Other days 
there was nothing." The 18-year-old Private Brech was outraged: "The sight of so many men 
desperate for food and water, sickening and dying before our eyes, is indescribable. Even now, I 
can only think of it momentarily. 

"We had ample food and supplies that could have been shared more humanely, and we 
could have offered some medical assistance but did nothing. Only the dead were quickly and 
efficiently taken care of: hauled away to mass graves." 

His vigorous protests to his officers, says Brech, were met "with hostility or bland 
indifference." They explained that they were under strict orders from "higher up." When he 
threw extra food over the barbed wire to the prisoners, he was himself threatened with 
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imprisonment, court martial, and shooting. Forty-five years later, Brech is still being harassed 
and threatened for speaking out against the atrocities. During a telephone interview with THE 
NEW AMERICAN in April, he charged that he was receiving threatening phone calls, that his 
mail box had been destroyed, and that his car had been broken into and the wiring pulled out. He 
had not felt any repercussions at the college, but said he "wouldn't be surprised" if some 
developed. 

Merrill W. Campbell was a technical sergeant in the 3009 mobile bakery in the 7th Army 
when, in the spring of 1945, his company furnished some guards at a POW camp in the foothills 
of Bavaria. After hearing about the controversy over Other Losses, he wrote a letter to James 
Bacque concerning the horrors he had witnessed: 

There was 10,000 or more German prisoners in this open field, standing shoulder to 

shoulder. It was raining and sleet and some snow. This bunch of prisoners were 

there for three days or more with no food or water, no shelter. There was little 

concern for these people .... As for food and water, I personally think it could 

have been furnished to them. Most of the guards were very brutal .... 

On the morning the prisoners were moved out, my company had orders to 

leave .... I looked back where they were moving the prisoners out, mud was deep. 

As the weak fell down the others tromped them into the mud, as far as I could see. 

Heads, arms and legs of the dead were sticking out of the mud. It made me sick 

and disgusted. Other camps I was at treated the prisoners fairly well. 

Like Buchenwald, Dachau 

In the course of his research, Bacque uncovered a number of statements, from significant 
sources, comparing the conditions in the American prisoner camps to those in notorious Nazi 
concentration camps: 

¢ U.S. Army Colonel Philip Lauben remarked that the American and French camps in the 
Vosges region were so bad that "the Vosges was just one big death camp." This is an especially 
significant admission, since Lauben had been chief of the German Affairs Branch for SHAEF 
(Supreme Headquarters Allied Expeditionary Force) in charge of repatriation of prisoners and 
transfers to the French. 

¢ Marshal of the French Army Alphonse Juin complained that many of the prisoners 
turned over to him from the American camp at Hechtsheim looked like the starving wrecks at 
Dachau and Buchenwald. 

¢ French Captain Julien of the Troisieme Regiment de Tirailleurs Algeriens was appalled 
by what he found at the American prison camp at Dietersheim: muddy ground "peopled with 
living skeletons" -- 32,000 of them, including many women and children. "This is just like 
Buchenwald and Dachau," he wrote in his report. 

¢ Le Monde, in September of 1945, printed a story by Jacques Fauvet comparing the 
camp at Saint Paul d'Egiaux (population 17,000) to Dachau. 

¢ Around the same time, Le Figaro carried a story on the French camps under General 
Buisson. The German prisoners, it said, "looked like skeletons." 

Even Professor Ambrose has publicly admitted that the Allied atrocities almost certainly 
took place, and on a large scale. He demurs on the total number of deaths, which he claims was 
more on the order of 100,000 to 200,000. Like other critics, he asserts that these fatalities were 
the unfortunate result of the chaotic conditions and food shortage of the times, not the intended 
consequence of official Allied policy. Certainly, he says, there is no evidence to prove that 
Eisenhower himself should be held responsible. 
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Nevertheless, as Bacque has convincingly shown, not only was there no food shortage to 
justify the starvation policy, but enormous military and private stockpiles were readily available 
and both military and private relief personnel pleaded to be allowed to feed the prisoners: 

* General Everett S. Hughes, special assistant to, and confidante of, Eisenhower wrote in 
his diary on March 19th, after inspecting the huge supply depots at Naples and Marseille: 
"[Marseille is] Naples all over again. More stocks than we can ever use. Stretch as far as eye can 
see." 

¢ The International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC) had over 100,000 tons of food in 
its warehouses in Switzerland that it wanted desperately to get to the war victims. In May 1945, 
the ICRC sent two freight trains loaded with food to Germany. They were stopped by the U.S. 
Army and forced to return, with the food, to Switzerland. 

¢ The Red Cross, the YMCA, the Quakers, and all other private relief organizations were 
expressly prohibited from aiding German prisoners, under orders from Eisenhower. 

¢ Villagers near the prisoner camps, as well as the families of the prisoners, were 
prevented from bringing food and other aid to those incarcerated. 

¢ The British and the Canadians had access to no more food and supplies than did the 
Americans and the French, but German POWs under their control survived in fairly good 
condition. 

* The denial of mail privileges to the prisoners in American camps, in violation of the 
Geneva Convention, prevented them from receiving life-saying food, medicines, and other 
supplies from relatives and relief organizations. 

Ike Spikes the Story 

The denial of mail privileges, together with the refusal to allow the ICRC or any other 
independent "protecting power" to inspect the camps, also effectively prevented the prisoners 
from communicating their plight to the outside world. To further insure that word of the 
atrocities would not leak out, Eisenhower imposed rigid censorship on all newspapers, 
publications, and radio programming in the American-occupied sector of Germany. 

Silencing dissent among his generals and officers over his vengeful "peace" was another 
problem. Implementation of JCS 1067 was repugnant to most American military leaders, and 
General George Patton was particularly vocal in his opposition to a Carthaginian peace for 
Germany. In his diary entry for May 10, 1945, Patton recorded that after lunch that day "General 
Eisenhower talked to us very confidentially on the necessity for solidarity in the event that any of 
us are called before a Congressional Committee .... "During April and May of 1945 Patton 
released German prisoners by the hundreds of thousands. On May 13th, Generals Omar Bradley 
and J.C.H. Lee both ordered the release of prisoners, but an order from Supreme Headquarters 
signed "Eisenhower" countermanded them on May 15th. 

General Patton was tough, but he was not cruel. He placed a high premium on honor. 
"Kill all the Germans you can," he told his troops, "but do not put them up against a wall and kill 
them. Do your killing while they are still fighting. After a man has surrendered, he should be 
treated exactly in accordance with the Rules of Land Warfare, and just as you would hope to be 
treated if you were foolish enough to surrender. Americans do not kick people in the teeth after 
they are down." 

The Big Question: Why? 

James Bacque suggests that General Eisenhower's motivation for the brutal, criminal acts 
he ordered stemmed from his intense hatred not only of Hitler and the Nazis, but of the German 
people in general. ("God, I hate the Germans," he wrote to his wife, Mamie. "It is a pity that we 
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could not. have killed more [Germans]," he said in a letter to General Marshall.) Undoubtedly 
that was a factor, but it is more likely that he was acting primarily out of obedience to those in 
the shadows of power who had catapulted him from the rank of lieutenant colonel to Commander 
in Chief of all Allied forces with such mercurial speed. His purpose was to further the 
establishment of the New World Order advocated by the Insiders of the Council on Foreign 
Relations. Under this plan, Germany had to be laid low so that Stalin's Soviet state could rise to 
pre-eminence in Europe. 

That this is exactly what would result from the harsh "peace" imposed on Europe was 
evident to many of the military and political leaders of the day. "It is indeed unfortunate," 
Marshal Alphonse Juin told Patton in August 1945, "that the English and Americans have 
destroyed the only sound country in Europe -- and I do not mean France -- therefore the road is 
now open for the advent of Russian communism." 

In the spring of 1945 State Department official Howard Trivets watched with mounting 
concern as Treasury men Harry Dexter White, Frank Coe, and Harry Glasser -- all later 
identified as Soviet agents -- drew up the JCS 1067 directive instructing Eisenhower to 
implement the Morganthau Plan. Trivers wrote: 

Later, I wondered whether they also had been acting under Soviet instructions, if they 

really were members of a communist cell .... It would have been typical Soviet 

policy and practice to instruct American Communists to support vocally the 

dismemberment and pastoralization of Germany and to seek to determine 

American policy along these lines. In this way, contrary to the Americans, the 

Soviets could present themselves to the Germans as the champions of the German 

national cause, the ultimate aim, of course, veiled at first, being a United 

Germany under Communism. 

Is it mere coincidence that this plan, set in motion 45 years ago, is coming to fruition in 
the year of Eisenhower's centennial? 

-- WILLIAM F. JASPER 


REVIEW OF THE NEWS 


Rally for Life '90 

Several hundred thousand people from all parts of the nation gathered at the Washington 
Monument on April 28th for the largest rally in the history of the pro-life movement. Carrying 
signs that called for an end to the abortion holocaust, which has taken the lives of more than 26 
million unborn babies since 1973, the huge crowd cheered remarks by pro-life religious leaders, 
politicians, athletes, and entertainment figures. The speakers included President Bush by 
telephone hookup, Vice President Quayle in person, John Cardinal O'Connor of New York, Dr. 
James Dobson of Focus on the Family, Dr. John Willke of the National Right to Life Committee, 
Senator Gordon Humphrey (R-NH) Congressman Henry Hyde (R-IL), Olivia Gans of American 
Victims of Abortion, actress Lisa Whelchel, singer Terri Gibbs, and professional football player 
Tim Johnson. 

Hostage Freed in Beirut 

Robert Polhill, a 55-year-old American accounting professor who was kidnapped by 
Lebanese terrorists in 1987, was released April 22nd after five days of negotiations involving the 
Syrian government. "I want to tell you I am very happy to be here," said Polhill upon arriving in 
Damascus. "I am sorry I kept you waiting so long. Thirty-nine months is a long time." 

On April 30th a second American hostage, 57-year-old Frank Reed, was also released. 
Reed, director of the Lebanese International School, was kidnapped in West Beirut on September 
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9, 1986. Six Americans remain captive in Lebanon. 
Gorbachev vs. Lithuania 

Soviet communist ruler Mikhail Gorbachev stepped up the pressure against Lithuanian 
independence April 17th by ordering a cutoff of oil and natural gas supplies to the Baltic nation's 
three million people. Lithuania gets all of its oil and 80 percent of its natural gas from the USSR. 
Meanwhile, Free World leaders such as President Bush and French President Frangois 
Mitterrand said that close ties with Gorbachev were more important than freedom for Lithuania. 

Earth Day 1990 

Millions of people in the United States and around the world joined together April 22nd 
to mark the 20th anniversary of the first Earth Day with rallies, tree plantings, recycling exhibits, 
workshops on wildlife and endangered species, and environmental fairs. "It is incumbent upon 
each of us to make environmentally sound choices throughout our lives," said Denis Hayes, the 
45-year-old chairman of the event, which was sponsored by such groups as Greenpeace, the 
Rainbow Coalition, the National Education Association, the Sierra Club, and Planned 
Parenthood. 

Telescope Deployed in Space 

The crew of the space shuttle Discovery completed an important scientific mission April 
24th with the successful deployment 381 miles out in space of the $1.5 billion Hubble Space 
Telescope. The largest and most complex scientific instrument ever put in space, the Hubble will 
observe distant stars and galaxies with a clarity ten times greater than ever before possible. 

Supreme Court Actions 

In a series of decisions handed down in mid-April, the Supreme Court upheld (5 to 4) a 
recent National Labor Relations Board policy change that no longer views replacement workers 
hired during a strike as presumably anti-union; ruled (6 to 3) that Oregon officials may deny 
unemployment benefits to two fired drug counselors who took the illegal drug peyote as part of 
Indian religious ceremonies; declared (5 to 4) that federal judges may order local governments to 
increase taxes to remedy such alleged violations of the Constitution as school segregation; and 
held (6 to 3) that states can make it a crime to possess pornographic pictures of children. 

Nicaragua's New Leader 

Violeta Barrios de Chamorro, a former supporter of the Sandinista communist revolution, 
took office as president of Nicaragua April 25th, ending ten years of Sandinista rule. "For 100 
years, we have wanted a democratic republic where everyone was free and equal," said Mrs. 
Chamorro, 61, who was elected to office in February. "Now we have arrived at the promised 
land. Never again will the voice of the cannon drown out the national anthem." 

She told a large crowd that included Vice President Quayle and other foreign dignitaries 
that she would immediately end the military draft and become Defense Minister in order to 
"personally direct" the demobilization of the large Nicaraguan Army. However, Mrs. Chamorro 
announced that the outgoing Defense Minister, hardline communist revolutionary Humberto 
Ortega, will remain as head of the army. 

U.S. to Stay Out of UNESCO 

In a report issued April 17th, Secretary of State James Baker said that the United States 
would not rejoin the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization because 
the agency wastes money, is poorly managed, and has yet to repudiate its "New World 
Information and Communication Order," which would allow governments to control the press. 

Pope in Czechoslovakia 
In his first visit to a European communist country other than Poland, Pope John Paul II 
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proclaimed in Prague April 21st that communism is dead and a unified Europe is at hand. 
"Today," the Pontiff declared, "we stand before the ruins of one of the many towers of Babel in 
human history." 

-- JAMES J. DRUMMEY 


NATION 
Global Smarming 


Testifying on June 23, 1988 before a U.S. Senate panel studying global climate change, 
Dr. James Hansen stated: "The earth is warmer in 1988 than at any time in the history of 
instrumental measurements." He insisted that "the greenhouse effect is changing our climate 
now." 

No amateur in this field, Dr. Hansen is an atmospheric scientist and the director of 
NASA's Goddard Institute for Space Studies. His conclusions, buttressed with dire predictions 
about major coastal flooding, droughts, and drastically altered weather patterns, created a 
considerable stir nationwide. 

Gases rising normally from the earth form a shield that traps some of the earth's rising 
heat. This shield acts exactly like the glass enclosing a greenhouse. Any significant increase in 
these gases could lead to a denser shield and a much warmer earth because more heat would be 
trapped. Then, polar icecaps would melt and raise the level of the oceans, scorching droughts 
would bake inland plains, patterns of rainfall would be disrupted, etc. 

Some climatologists now claim that mankind, especially in the developed countries, has 
produced enormous amounts of greenhouse gases, especially by burning fossil fuels and 
releasing chlorofluorocarbons. Man, they conclude, is steering the planet toward disaster. 

To avert this impending doom, EPA head William Reilly urges "economic and societal 
intervention." The Environmental Action Foundation targets the automobile as a major culprit 
and proposes drastic controls over its use and performance. And Senator Timothy Wirth of 
Colorado, an ardent environmentalist and big government advocate, insists: "We've got to ride 
the global warming issue. Even if the theory is wrong, we will be doing the right thing in terms 
of economic and environmental policy." 

While Senator Wirth is quite willing to proceed with draconian measures "even if the 
theory is wrong," more responsible individuals urge no action. In a letter to President Bush last 
September, meteorological authorities Richard S. Lindzen of the Massachusetts Institute of 
Technology and Jerome Namias of the Scripps Institution of Oceanography in California insisted 
that forecasts of global warming "are so inaccurate and fraught with uncertainty as to be useless 

Grimm Predictions? 

H. Read McGrath, a Californian who has been a professional meteorologist for 49 years, 
recently addressed what he terms "mythology" in the field of atmospheric environment. "Using 
data going back at least to the turn of the century," he wrote, "there is no evidence whatsoever 
that the earth's atmosphere is either warming or cooling." He cited a National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration report issued in January 1989 that surveyed 93 years of data and 
reached this same conclusion. 

"Much more needs to be said by professional meteorologists," claims McGrath, because 
"they are the only scientists equipped by education, training and long years of professional 
experience to discuss these atmospheric matters. It is vital now that the public come to 
understand that what it has been fed by the environmentalists over several years outdoes the tales 
of Aesop, Grimm and Hans Christian Andersen." 
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When bad science is employed to promote the current political agenda, it is reasonable to 
conclude that national sovereignty and personal freedom are threatened. The American people 
are faced with a deliberate campaign that cares little for scientific fact and a great deal for 
political power. 

-- JOHN F. MCMANUS 


This commentary is also syndicated by The John Birch Society Features. 


The following is the text of a letter sent to Congressman J.J. Pickle (D-TX) by Douglas F. 
Pierce, whose son John was a derrickman aboard the Glomar Java Sea, a drilling ship that sank 
following a storm in the Gulf of Tonkin on October 25, 1983 (See THE NEW AMERICAN, 
February 27, 1989, page 25). Mr. Pierce believes that his son was captured by the Vietnamese 
communists and remains in captivity to this day. 

Thank you for your letter of February 14, 1990 in which you state, among other things, 
that you "have discovered no evidence since the sinking of the Glomar Java Sea of any attempts 
by this government to cover up or ignore any facts relative to the loss of the ship or the attempt 
to rescue possible survivors. The same is true of any reported sightings of Americans in 
Vietnam. Each reported sighting is thoroughly checked out ...." 

The fact that you have discovered no evidence of possible survivors from the Glomar 
Java Sea, I believe. But, that does not mean that such evidence is non-existent, nor does it mean 
that such possibilities and actual sightings have been thoroughly checked out. Quite the contrary 
is true, which is one of many reasons I have long sought your support, and that of others, to 
persuade Congressman [Stephen] Solarz [D-NY] and his [Subcommittee on Asian and Pacific 
Affairs] to hold an investigation of this matter. 

To this end, I have requested my representative in Washington, Mr. Quin Shea, to (on my 
behalf) send you a set of official government documents and other material, which demonstrate 
that clear evidence exists in support of the charge that my son, and some few others, did, in fact, 
survive the sinking of the Glomar, and are being held by the Vietnamese. These official 
government documents and related material, together with the enclosed government documents I 
have recently obtained, put the lie to the claim that there is "no evidence" of survivors from the 
Glomar, and that all evidence of any such possibility has been "thoroughly checked out." 

While all of this and more is contained in the enclosed documents, or in the packet of 
material already sent to you, please allow me (for example purpose) to be redundant and list four 
evidentiary examples, three of which are fully documented by the State Department and the DIA: 

Live Sighting 

1. On June 4, 1983, I received a letter from Nguyen Hun Chanh, a Vietnamese refugee in 
a refugee camp in the Philippines, saying that he had seen my son and five other Americans and 
eight Chinese, when they were brought into a prison in Da Nang, where he was being held. My 
son gave him my business card, with my name and address, and two pieces of gum. My son and 
the others, he said, were taken away the next morning to Hanoi. 

I gave this information to the DIA and, from their subsequent interview of this man, 
found that -- while he (Chanh) had not actually been in the Da Nang prison and actually seen my 
son -- his information had come from a letter he had received from a trusted friend, who was in 
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the Da Nang prison, who had seen my son and the others brought there, and that this had 
occurred in late October of 1983 (shortly after the Glomar sinking). 

Chanh gave those interviewing him a Xerox copy of the friend's letter. The original he 
sent to me. The friend's letter contained the addresses of two mutual friends, Vietnamese I 
presume, one in Canada, plus my name and address as taken from the card my son had given 
him. Chanh explained that his letter to me, in which he had said that he had seen my son, was not 
written to deceive me, but was an effort to protect his friend, who was a prisoner-at-large in 
Vietnam -- a most understandable reason. 

No matter: Based on this, his story was completely discounted (in spite of his producing 
his friend's letter) and no follow-up was made of the other two Vietnamese, whose names and 
addresses were set forth in the letter, including the one in Canada to whom the friend had also 
written about this incident, and who had also written Chanh. 

I, and a friend of mine, met with Chanh, after he and his family were finally allowed to 
come to the States. Immediately following the meeting, he and his family disappeared, and I 
have not been able to locate him since. 

Chinese Official Confirms 

2. According to a State Department document, at a dinner in Hong Kong on December 3, 
1983, attended by two of our consulate members, Cheng Qlhong, the secretary and wife of the 
Director of China's Visa Office, was overheard telling her companion, in Mandarin, that 
survivors from the Glomar had been picked up and were being held by the Vietnamese. From my 
own subsequent investigation, I learned she was also high up in China's intelligence community. 
To my knowledge, no one questioned her about her statement, nor has there ever been any 
follow-up with China about this. During one of my trips to China, seeking information about my 
son, I was told by the Deputy Director of NAMHAI that the Vietnamese were holding survivors 
of the Glomar. He did not tell me the source or basis of this information. 

3. Ina JCRC report sent to, among others, DIA, dated November 6, 1984, it was reported 
that a former prisoner from Pleiku prison stated that, while in prison, he had been held with a 
Chinese man who claimed to have been off the Glomar, He said he was one of three people from 
the ship who were captured, and that the other two were Americans. 

Again, to my knowledge, no follow-up of any kind was made on this, even though, 
obviously, the names and addresses of the people involved were known to the JCRC "source." 
Please note that the Chinese man did not say that the two Americans, captured with him from off 
the ship, were in the prison with him at Pleiku. I have requested information necessary for me to 
arrange to conduct a discreet interview in the Pleiku area, if the DIA, or others, are not doing so. 
To date, I have had no reply. 

Another Witness 

4. Lastly, regarding the Japanese monk, Yoshida, I, originally, requested of the State 
Department that he be shown a picture of my son. Unbelievable as it may sound, the response 
was that a picture of my son would confuse him. Through private channels, I arranged to get 
Yoshida's address and wrote to him directly. His daughter explained my letter to him and showed 
him my son's picture. On seeing the picture of my son, he said that, while he could not be 100 
percent positive (most understandable), he looked very familiar, and that he had seen him, or 
someone very much like him. Even though it is true that he is ill, his daughter does not question 
what he said. 

Now, Congressman Pickle, I again ask you, and all others to whom I have sent copies of 
this letter, to support me in my effort to learn the truth regarding my son and other possible 
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survivors of the Glomar. Request of Congressman Solarz that he and his subcommittee call for 
an immediate, in-depth hearing into the matter of the Glomar. 

As always, I thank you for your considerate and kind attention to this most urgent matter. 
Should you need additional information, please let me know. I am always available to meet with 
you, either here or in Washington, if you feel it would progress matters. 


Readers are encouraged to write to Congressman Pickle and 


Congressman Solarz in support of Mr. Pierce's request for an 
investigation. 


U.S. Relations with Albania 
The Albanian government indicated on April 19th that it is ready to resume relations with 
the United States and the Soviet Union. The following week, the U.S. State Department 
responded favorably: "Establishment of diplomatic relations would create the opportunity for 
dialogue through which we would be able to communicate our concerns and encourage respect 
for human rights in Albania." The State Department's most recent report on human rights 
violations states that Albanians are "permitted only very limited civil and political rights." 
Albania is officially an atheist state. The death penalty can be imposed for unauthorized attempts 
to emigrate or for anti-government propaganda. 
Bulgaria's "New" Image 
A Bulgarian government commission reported on April 17th that senior communist party 
officials were responsible for beating deaths and other atrocities in at least two labor camps from 
1959 to 1962. Earlier in the month, the Communist Party of Bulgaria changed its name to the 
Bulgarian Socialist Party. The Party was "breaking with the mistakes, the abuses and the crimes 
of the past," claimed Party Chairman Alexander Lilov. 
Czechoslovakian Collectivism 
An article in the April 16th New York Times claimed that collective farms in 
Czechoslovakia have been successful under communism: "After taking over Czechoslovakia's 
farms from private landowners in the 1950's, often by force, the Communists turned the nation's 
primitive agriculture into a modern system that has made food shortages and grocery store lines a 
thing of the past." Contradicting the establishment line that Eastern Europe has abandoned 
communism and socialism in favor of free enterprise and democracy, the Times article further 
stated: "Private agriculture is not expected to revive in parts of Eastern Europe." 
East German Elections 
Keston College reported on March 22nd that the purpose of East Germany's Christian 
Democratic Union is to "rally Christian support for 'Socialist' policies." According to Keston, the 
CDU "was never sponsored by either of the major churches, and was always deeply distrusted by 
the vast majority of believers. Nevertheless, it always enjoyed a modest level of support from a 
number of Protestant and Catholic lay people and a few Protestant pastors." 
Hungarian Elections 
According to unofficial results, the Hungarian Democratic Forum won 165 of 386 seats at 
stake in runoff elections held on April 8th and first-round elections two weeks earlier. The 
Democratic Forum gained support among voters by advocating anti-communist, Hungarian, and 
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Christian values. 
Walesa's "Metaphor" 

Lech Walesa on April 10th declared his intention to run for President of Poland. The 
following day, he referred to his statement as "a metaphor" intended to speed up the pace of 
political reforms. Walesa was re-elected chairman of the Solidarity labor union on April 21st; an 
election for President of Poland is not scheduled until 1993. 

Katyn Confessions 

The current Polish President, Communist leader Wojciech Jaruzelski, met with Mikhail 
Gorbachev in Moscow on April 13th. Gorbachev used the occasion to hand over documents that 
(in the words of the Soviet leader) "indirectly but convincingly" prove that the Soviet Union 
killed thousands of Polish officers in the Katyn Forest in 1940. 

Soviet Disintegration? 

The CIA and the Defense Intelligence Agency reported to the Congressional Joint 
Economic Committee on April 20th that the Soviet economy is in a "near crisis" state. According 
to their report, a "single major event" such as new ethnic unrest could lead to economic chaos. 
On April 8th, tens of thousands of Soviet Georgians demonstrated for independence. On April 
11th, the Estonian Parliament defied Moscow by voting to end all military service in that captive 
nation. On April 14th, about 1000 protestors attacked KGB headquarters in the capital of 
Armenia. 

Chinese Communism 

As the one-year anniversary of the Tiananmen Square massacre approached, government 
security forces sealed off the square to prevent the possibility of renewed protests. Thousands of 
children were brought to the square to sing and dance, but all unauthorized mourning was 
banned. On April 15th, one lone protestor who dared to defy this decree by pinning paper 
flowers on his sleeve was promptly arrested. 

Western diplomatic sources estimate that 10,000 to 30,000 people have been arrested in 
connection with last year's demonstration. The government even sent last year's entire freshman 
class of 800 students at Peking University to a military camp for intensive military and political 
indoctrination. 

China said on April 22nd that 22 people were killed in an armed rebellion against the 
communist state in the far-western province of Xinjiang. Foreigners have been barred from the 
area in recent months. 

New China-Soviet Pact 

On April 24th in Moscow, Chinese Prime Minister Li Peng and Soviet Prime Minister 
Nikolai Ryzhkov signed an agreement in Moscow to create a 10-year program for economic, 
scientific, and technical cooperation between the two countries. 

-- GARY BENOIT, DIRECTOR 
BIRCH RESEARCH INCORPORATED 


AMERICAN OPINION Mikhail Gorbachev, Let 
Our People Go 
JOHN M. G. BROWN 


with research colleague Thomas V. Ashworth 
First of a two-part series 
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John M.G. Brown, a combat infantryman with the Ist and 9th Infantry Divisions in Vietnam, has 
been investigating the POW/MIA matter for seven years. He is the author of Rice Paddy 
Grunt, a non-fiction account of the Vietnam War and the anti-war movement at the time of the 
1968 Tet Offensive, published in 1986 by Regnery-Gateway and the Military Book Club. The 


author welcomes any further factual information on this subject for inclusion in a forthcoming 
book, at Box 30, Petrolia, CA 95558. Anything of substance or historical significance should be 
sent certified, return-receipt. 


Holding American, Allied, and other prisoners as hostages -- for ransom or blackmail or 
for intelligence purposes -- has been a Soviet-communist policy since 1919. Hundreds of 
American civilians and U.S. military hostages of the Intervention held prisoner by the victorious 
Bolsheviks, along with others arrested or detained later, were used by the Soviets in 1921 to 
obtain $100 million worth of desperately needed food supplies under the authority of war relief 
director (later President) Herbert Hoover. In his memoirs Hoover listed as the first minimum 
condition for U.S. aid: "freedom of all American prisoners in Russia." 

According to an October 21, 1920 Associated Press report, the total number of American 


Western European war prisoners and civilians were also being held hostage by the 
Soviets at this time, in an effort to gain concessions from their home governments. The U.S. 
State Department sought to put the matter to rest with a public announcement on October 22, 
1920, a day after the above quoted AP story: "Bolshevist figures on the number of Americans in 
Russia are 'off' by about 3000, according to State Department records, which put the correct 
number at about 35." 


Death Warrant 

The State Department claimed that the others were Russian-Americans, and that "all the 
Americans in Russia remained there of their own free will when Ambassador Francis left that 
country [July 1918]." Recently uncovered official documents clearly indicate that this 1920 
statement served as a death warrant for those American military POWs eventually left behind in 
Soviet prisons. 

Although many reports and live sightings remain classified or hidden, official War 
Department and FBI-related documents, recently uncovered in the National Archives, indicate 
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that at least 40-50 American prisoners of war -- including soldiers of the 339th U.S. Infantry, 
captured while serving in the 1918-1919 Intervention forces near Archangel, Russia -- remained 
imprisoned in Soviet gulags for the rest of their lives. Live sightings of American officers and 
enlisted military POWs in Soviet prisons -- such as the Lubianka in Moscow and the Solovetzki 
Islands GPU forced-labor camps in the White Sea area -- continued at least into the 1930s. 

Some of the soldiers were identified by name, by an eyewitness who eventually reached 
the U.S., and some of these names corresponded with those on the 1918-1919 U.S. casualty 
reports. It is now clear that Lenin's intelligence commissar, Felix Dzerzhinsky, had specifically 
targeted these men for capture, and had assigned Aleksandr Eiduk as the chief Chekist (later 
GPU-NKVD) agent for operations against Americans in the Archangel area during 1918-1919. 
The kidnapping of hostages was a Cheka-Bolshevik trademark. 

During the December 1918 founding meeting of the Comintern. Soviet sources record 
that American, English, and Scottish POWs captured on the Archangel front were used for 
propaganda purposes. At least partially in retaliation, in 1919-1920 the Allies withheld thousands 
of Russian POWs on the Western Front. 

On August 17, 1921 Lewis S. Gannett wrote that (contrary to State Department claims) at 
least 15,000 Russian-Americans were in Russia. The actual number of native-born Americans in 
Russia appears to have been kept secret by the State Department and U.S. Army Intelligence. 

Approximately 100 of the Americans -- including Emmett Kilpatrick, and a former U.S. 
Army intelligence officer, Captain W. H. Estes -- were eventually released from Russia 
following the promise of ransom shipments from the U.S. in September 1921, whereupon they 
revealed horrifying details of mass executions in Soviet prisons. Others, including secretly 
withheld U.S. Army prisoners of the 1919 "Intervention," never reappeared. By retaining 
military and civilian prisoners, the Soviets were able to thoroughly analyze their adversaries' 
armed forces and intelligence services. The Soviets also kidnapped Bavarian war prisoners and 
demanded the repatriations of Russian prisoners then in Germany. 

"You No Longer Exist" 

British prisoners were also held hostage by the Soviets, among them a British Embassy 
official, R.H. Bruce Lockhart. Some, including Lockhart, were eventually exchanged for Soviet 
officials then held in England, including the later Soviet Foreign Minister Maxim Litvinov. 
Some were declared dead, though they were in fact being used by Soviet intelligence. KGB 
defector Ilya Dzhirkvelov wrote from Britain in 1987 of his work in the secret KGB Archives in 
the early 1950s. He came across clear evidence that the famous British secret agent of this 
period, Sidney Reilly, long remained alive in Soviet secret police control after news of his death 
had been published, and accepted, in Britain. These reports were shown to him to gain his 
ultimate capitulation. Artuzov, his secret police interrogator, had then told Reilly: "You no 
longer exist in this world. Your hopes of being freed will come to nothing... " 

This tactic for gaining the cooperation of prisoners was repeatedly used by the 
NKVD-KGB in succeeding years, and there is every reason to believe that it was also used on 
the abandoned U.S. Army prisoners of the 1918-19 Intervention and on those abandoned in each 
succeeding war involving Americans. 

Throughout the 1920s and 30s, Lenin's successor, dictator Josef Stalin, imprisoned 
ever-increasing numbers of Russian "counterrevolutionaries," Western Europeans, and other 
foreigners. The great majority of the estimated five million pre-WWII prisoner-slaves who died 
in the forced labor camps were Russian and Ukrainian peasants and other ethnic minority 
peoples of the Soviet Union who had resisted collectivization and harsh communist rule. 
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The growing use of costless state slaves provided the Communist Party elite with a vast 
source of export and consumer goods requiring no initial capital investment. U.S. media 
apologists for the communist regime in Moscow, and powerful and influential businessmen who 
desired to trade with Russia, discounted reports of slave labor. During this same period, Stalin 
also greatly expanded the Soviet foreign intelligence network inside the western democratic 
nations. This was to become highly significant during and after WWII. 

Following the secret 1939 Hitler-Stalin Pact, which divided up Eastern Europe, Germany 
and Russia both attacked Poland. In the ensuing occupation of eastern Poland, Stalin's NK VD 
secret police deported two million "anti-communist" Poles to forced-labor camps in Siberia. 
According to documents in our National Archives, the American OSS and Military Intelligence 
and their British counterparts carefully studied top-secret intelligence reports of this action, and 
of the Soviet massacre of 15,000 Polish Army officers at Katyn Forest, to assess Stalin's possible 
future conduct with military POWs. The Soviet Union had refused to sign the pre-war Geneva 
accord on the treatment of POWs. 

By 1944 British Foreign Secretary Anthony Eden, Winston Churchill, and others 
(including, to a lesser extent, American government officials) were already worried about the 
repatriation of hundreds of thousands of Allied POWs held by the Germans in the east, who 
would ultimately be liberated by the Red Army. These concerns increased following the 
merciless German destruction of the non-communist Polish Home Army in the September 1944 
Warsaw Uprising -- as the Red Army of "liberation" waited nearby. By this time the British 
government had decided to adopt a policy of forcible repatriation of all "Soviet citizens," to gain 
Soviet reciprocation in returning British and Commonwealth prisoners. The American 
government was to wait until a time of crisis to address the problem. 

The United States had been fortunate in successfully evacuating 2200 of the American 
prisoners in Romania and Bulgaria by air before the takeover by the Red Army in September 
1944. They had had crucial local assistance from King Michael of Romania and the Romanian 
military. This combined OSS-military operation had been run by OSS officer (and later CIA 
official) Frank Wisner. At the same time, in Moscow, the U.S. Embassy's Military Mission had 
submitted a future POW repatriation plan to mollify the Soviets. The Allies left behind 
stay-in-place agents of the OSS and the British Special Operations Executive in Romania to 
monitor the Soviet takeover, thereby angering the Soviets, who eventually ordered them to leave. 
The Soviets wanted no witnesses to their merciless methods of establishing total communist 
control in occupied areas. Allied actions in Romania may have influenced later Soviet conduct in 
Poland, while also giving Stalin a better chance to seize U.S. and British POWs as hostages. 

The exchange of prisoners and displaced persons (DPs), between the Soviets and their 
allies, had already begun prior to the signing of the Yalta Agreement in February 1945 by an ill 
and exhausted President Roosevelt, but it was at the Crimea Conference that the repatriations of 
POWs were formalized. Roosevelt's advisors on the scene included Harry Hopkins, General 
George Marshall, Secretary of State Edward Stettinius, Averell Harriman, Charles Bohlen, H. 
Freeman Matthews, and Alger Hiss. The fact that the Soviets were secretive in all their actions, 
and that the repatriations would be under the control of Lavrenti Beria's NK VD, increased fears 
that Stalin might renege on his promise to return all Allied prisoners. Roosevelt nevertheless 
signed the prisoner repatriation agreement. 

The veteran diplomat Undersecretary of State Joseph Grew (acting-Secretary in 
Washington) appears to have been the only senior U.S. official to protest strongly the terms of 
the POW repatriation agreement, in a series of urgent cables from Washington. The American 


(c) 2000 American Opinion Publishing, Inc. -- Wwww.thenewamerican.com 


military officers who agreed to the specific Soviet POW repatriation proposals -- including 
General George C. Marshall and Major General John Deane (Chief of the U.S. Military Mission 
in Moscow under Averell Harriman) -- seemed to have no memory of the successful Soviet 
blackmail with American prisoners from 1919-21. Nor did the civilian officials at Yalta who 
formalized the provisions within the Agreement. 

Soviet Blackmail 

In 1945 the Soviet Army "liberated" over a million Western Allied POWs and displaced 
persons from Nazi camps in Poland, eastern Germany, and Austria. According to the Yalta 
Agreements they were to be repatriated to their native lands. While some were relatively 
well-treated and eventually released by the regular Red Army, others suffered a dreadful fate. In 
a bold and vicious challenge to the Allies who had helped Stalin and his clique survive, over half 
a million of these prisoners were held as hostages by Soviet authorities and shipped to 
forced-labor camps. They were sent east by Stalin to rebuild the war-torn production of the 
USSR. 

The prisoners included hundreds of thousands of French, Belgian, Dutch, and other 
foreign nationals, including ethnic Jews who had survived the Nazi concentration camps. Among 
them were tens of thousands of American, British, and Commonwealth POWs, whose 
kidnapping became a high-level national security secret. American and British prisoners were 
also among the more than 4,500,000 German/Axis and Japanese POWs retained as slave labor by 
the Soviets. After a massive death toll of gulag prisoners during the winter of 1945-46, the 
surviving American and British POWs appear to have been largely separated from other 
prisoners. 

Recently declassified U.S. and British documents record details of what is officially 
described as a Soviet "blackmail" operation, executed by Stalin and his cohorts Molotov, Beria, 
Golikov, and others. The actual operation was run by Lavrenti Beria's NK VD (forerunner of the 
KGB), and SMERSH counterintelligence, with (possibly reluctant) assistance from the Red 
Army. Their object was to obtain U.S. and British diplomatic recognition of communist regimes 
in Poland and elsewhere in eastern Europe; and Allied compliance in the coerced and forcible 
mass-repatriations of more than 5,000,000 Russians, Ukrainians, Cossacks, Poles, Baits, 
Yugoslavs, Czechs, Hungarians, Romanians, and other East Europeans then in Allied control. 
These were to include some 2,200,000 "Soviet citizens" then in Allied control. By mid-June 
1945, the pre-Yalta fears had become reality, and the American and British people were told that 
all their prisoners were repatriated or accounted for, when in fact, according to recently 
declassified official documents, an estimated 20,000 American and 20,000-30,000 British 
missing POWs were still inside the Soviet-controlled zone. 

In Poland and East Prussia the Germans forced hundreds of thousands of Allied POWs 
and civilians to retreat westward with them, but many were left behind and taken by the Red 
Army. In violation of the Yalta Agreements, the Soviets attempted to hide their possession of 
many thousands of the American, British, and Commonwealth POWs, refusing Allied contact 
officers access to the camps and areas in Poland where they were held. 

U.S. Ambassador to Moscow Averell Harriman, Secretary of State Edward Stettinius, 
Presidential advisor Charles Bohlen, and other American officials reported Stalin's use of 
kidnapped American POWs to force American diplomatic recognition of the 
communist-supported regime in Poland. Harriman informed President Roosevelt of the 5000 
U.S. POWs, reported in secret cables by U.S. Military Intelligence to be under Soviet control in 
Poland, in mid-March 1945: "I feel that the Soviet government is trying to use our liberated 
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prisoners of war as a club to induce us to give added prestige to the provisional Polish 
government by dealing with it in this regard." 

Twice, at Harriman's urging, the American President personally requested of Stalin that 
the Americans be released, that American aircraft be allowed to enter Poland to evacuate the 
wounded and the sick, and that U.S. contact officers be given access to U.S. prisoner 
concentrations, as agreed at Yalta. Stalin twice refused, claiming that all U.S. prisoners had been 
evacuated to Odessa, accusing the United States of abusing and "beating" Soviet prisoners in the 
West, and insisting that on March 22nd, 1945 "there were on the territory of Poland, only 17 sick 
Americans." 

The Soviets had already demonstrated, on March 18, 1945, just how violently they would 
react to attempted violations of their airspace by American or British aircraft. On that day a 
Soviet fighter airwing had attacked a large force of heavy American bombers above the Soviet 
bridgehead over the Oder River, near the Polish-German border. Whether or not the bombers 
were bound for a secret POW rescue mission inside Poland is still classified, but they suffered no 
losses in the ensuing aerial battle -- during which six Soviet fighters were shot down. The 
incident was hushed up, but aerial combats between the Soviets and the Americans and the 
British continued along the front. 

During the April 1945 founding UN Conference in San Francisco, British Foreign Office 
officials reported to Churchill's Foreign Secretary Anthony Eden on identical NK VD action with 
British and Commonwealth prisoners in Soviet hands: "...The Russians deny the existence of any 
British prisoners of war in Poland but we have evidence there are prisoners concentrated at 
Cracow and Czestochowa .... This is a clear breach of the Yalta Agreement .... There is I am sure 
great opposition to allowing our people to have access to Poland and some inclination to 
blackmail us into dealing with the Warsaw authorities .... " 

The Soviets actually transferred several hundred of the Americans to the control of the 
communist-supported Polish government to strengthen the ongoing demand for diplomatic 
recognition. Although 2858 Americans and 4400 British were eventually repatriated from Poland 
through Odessa, according to recently declassified government documents, 2000 or more 
Americans and several thousand British and Commonwealth prisoners disappeared in Poland 
during this first phase of the NK VD kidnapping operations. 

The Soviets kept hundreds more Americans in and around Odessa, according to 
declassified documents and the testimony of one of the last British prisoners to escape, Alec 
Masterton, formerly of the Argyll and Sutherland Highlanders, now of Vancouver, British 
Columbia. On October 29, 1989 in a front-page Toronto Star article, Masterton stated that he 
knew of American bomber crews in Odessa who never returned. He also stated that upon his 
return he was sworn -- by MI-6, Britain's foreign intelligence agency, and a British Army 
Captain -- never to tell, "on my honor as a British soldier." 

Sacrifice to the UN 

The secret POW crisis had already reached the boiling point with several Soviet attacks 
on American reconnaissance aircraft. High-level U.S. policymakers made a cold-blooded 
calculation of the military and political consequences of open conflict with the Soviets over the 
POWs who had disappeared in Poland and Odessa. The final decisions were made, first by 
President Roosevelt and then by Truman, to avoid a 1945 military confrontation with Stalin over 
the thousands of American, British, and Commonwealth POWs under Soviet control. Aside from 
the potential military losses, Soviet participation in the United Nations and entrance into the 
Japanese war were seen as more important than possible recovery of the POWs. Roosevelt made 
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the policy decision two weeks before his death, cabling Harriman: "... It does not appear 
appropriate for me to send another message now to Stalin .... You should make such approaches 
to ensure the best possible treatment of Americans who are liberated." 

General George Marshall issued the secret orders implementing the policy decision: "... 
Revised policy liberated prisoners ... censor all stories ... delete criticism Russian treatment ...." 

In the last two weeks of his life Roosevelt stuck to his decision. From this point on, Stalin 
knew that the American leadership would back down. Nearly a month later, as the European war 
drew to a close, a new President, Harry Truman, was briefed by Averell Harriman on the POW 
kidnapping by the Soviets in Poland. Truman, however, also decided that the potential losses, 
both diplomatic and military, of open conflict with the Soviet Union were not worth the recovery 
of all U.S. prisoners in Soviet control. He too considered the United Nations and the Japanese 
war top priorities and endorsed Roosevelt's decision. 

On April 20, 1945, the day of Truman's first consultation with Harriman upon the 
ambassador's return from Moscow, Marshall again issued the order forbidding the use of military 
force to recover American POWs: "Top secret for McNarney CMA information Eisenhower .... 
Policy is that no repeat no retaliatory action will be taken by U.S. forces at this time for Soviet 
refusal to meet our desires with regard to American contact teams and aid for American 
personnel liberated by Russian forces." 

From the U.S. Moscow Embassy Chargé d'Affaires George Kennan (later to achieve 
fame as "X," author of the Foreign Affairs article in which the "Containment Doctrine" was first 
enunciated) cabled Secretary of State Edward Stettinius on April 30th: "Golikov makes startling 
allegations regarding mistreatment of Soviet citizens in British and American prisoner of war 
camps .... He alleges that all British and American prisoners have been repatriated except for 
small groups and complains of delays in repatriation of liberated Russian prisoners of war." 

As the Soviet Army had advanced into Germany and Austria, tens of thousands more 
Allied prisoners had, in fact, fallen into their hands. On VE Day Lend-Lease aid to the USSR 
was suddenly and drastically curtailed, as had been secretly urged by Harriman in mid-March. 
This infuriated Stalin, who had already demanded $6 billion in American postwar reconstruction 
aid. On May 11, 1945, with the European war now ended, General Eisenhower cabled 
Harriman's military chief, General John Deane, in Moscow: "... Information received from 
prisoner of war camps in rear of Russian lines indicates thousands of United States and British 
prisoners of war held in close confinement .... Please express to Russians the urgency of this 
matter..." 

A report published by American columnist Drew Pearson in May 1945, alleging the 
existence of secret U.S. contingency plans for war with the Soviet Union, and treated with both 
derision and rage by U.S. officials, now appears to have been based on fact. Truman, however, 
stuck to his decision against the use of American force. 

Bargaining Chips 

On May 23, 1945, two weeks after the end of the war in Europe, Eisenhower's chief 
POW negotiator with the Soviets, Major General Ray W. Barker, stated in a secret report: "The 
SHAEF [Supreme Headquarters Allied Expeditionary Forces] representatives came to the firm 
conviction that British and American prisoners of war were, in effect, being held as hostages by 
the Russians .... lam of the opinion that we may find a reluctance to return them all ... since 
these men constitute a valuable bargaining point .... " 

Truck convoys attempting to reach U.S. prisoners in the Soviet zone of Germany were 
fired on and driven back empty, and U.S. and British reconnaissance aircraft were attacked and 
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shot down by the Soviets. Freight trains sent into the Soviet zone loaded with relief supplies 
disappeared, along with their entire crews and American military guards. Some U.S. and British 
prisoners escaped by "exfiltrating" the Soviet lines, but thousands of prisoners in Germany were 
retained by the Soviets and disappeared. Some were tried and convicted of espionage after Soviet 
officials refused to accept GI dog tags as proof of identity, in lieu of passports. Allied prisoners 
who succeeded in escaping have reported that the Soviets shot POWs who tried to reach 
American or British lines. 

In Austria, the Supreme Allied Commander-Mediterranean (SAC-MED) Field Marshal 
Harold Alexander was facing a new Soviet POW blackmail threat. The Soviets were demanding 
Allied recognition of their puppet regime in Vienna, refusing entrance to POW contact officers, 
and demanding forced repatriation of anti-communist Cossacks and other "Soviet citizens." On 
May 22, 1945 Alexander cabled London: "Difficulty in tracing BR/US PWs in Russian zone." 
He reported U.S. and British POWs being shipped east into Russia "in boxcars with German 
PWs." On May 26th, he added: "Agreement with Russians at Graz only applies to handing over 
Soviet citizens in British zone Austria no repeat no reciprocal guarantees in respect of British 
PWs obtained except half-hearted promises which have so far not been honored .... " 

Meanwhile, hundreds of thousands of other Allied prisoners were disappearing into 
Russia. French General Cherriere reported to SHAEF on May 30, 1945, nearly a month after the 
European war was over: "... According to confirmed reports, Russians still do not release 
thousands of French ex-POWSs and civilians, forcing them to work. Many transferred eastwards 
to unknown destination. Please inform high authority." 

The Soviets were now denying the existence of over one million French, Belgian, Dutch, 
and other Allied POWs and civilian political deportees, known to be alive in the Soviet zone. On 
May 31, 1945 a secret message to Harriman's assistant in Moscow, General Deane, admitted the 
disappearance of over a million Western Europeans in the Soviet zone and added: "This 
discrepancy of over a million Western Europeans is causing the Dutch and French governments 
considerable anxiety. Can the Soviets clarify situation...?" 

The Soviets stonewalled for years on the return Of these prisoners, and half a million of 
them disappeared into Stalin's gulags. Many probably died at forced-labor on starvation rations 
during the first few postwar winters. A secret June 1945 report by Donald Heath, Deputy to U.S. 
Political Advisor Robert Murphy, illustrated the process of disappearance: "... Although General 
Golubev would not agree to first priority delivery of US and UK ex-prisoners of war, he gave his 
most solemn personal assurances that all US and UK ex-prisoners would in fact be given 
preferential treatment. A request for second priority for Western European ex-political deportees 
... was countered by the fiat assertion that all political prisoners held in German concentration 
camps had been released and that there were, accordingly, no more political prisoners in 
Soviet-occupied territory. With respect to this category of displaced persons, not even verbal 
assurances were to be had." 

State Secrets 

The disappearance of half a million Allied prisoners became a state secret of France, 
Belgium, and Holland, as it was in the United States and Britain, and high-level knowledge of 
this secret formed part of the original binding glue of the NATO Alliance. Of those who knew, 
and were later to achieve prominence, Francois Mitterand, the future Socialist president of 
France, was among the first to publish, in 1945, a protest of the mass kidnapping. 

General George Patron's 3rd Army located thousands more American and British 
prisoners being held by the Soviets in eastern Austria. Confronted by Patton's Chief of Staff, 
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General Hobart Gay, at Linz, Austria, Soviet General Derevenko admitted holding them. To 
Soviet demands in Austria were added Tito's demands -- that he be allowed to occupy Trieste 
and that hundreds of thousands of anti-communist "Yugoslav citizens" be forcibly repatriated. 
Patton's 3rd Army was used in a threatening demonstration against Yugoslav and Soviet back-up 
forces in Austria, but there is no evidence that the majority of the Allied prisoners held by the 
Soviets in Austria (or in Yugoslavia) were ever returned. 

U.S. and British intelligence reports and cables from General Marshall spoke of more 
than 15,000 Americans and some 8500 British and Commonwealth prisoners in Soviet-occupied 
Austria alone. While the Soviets temporarily admitted their existence, they refused U.S. and 
British contact officers entrance into the camps holding these men, just as they had previously 
done in Poland and Germany. Later the Soviets reduced the number admitted to 5500 and then 
denied holding these POWs altogether. The crisis was kept secret from the American and British 
people, who were told on May 31, 1945 by Undersecretary of War Robert Patterson that 
substantially all their prisoners had been returned. Yet a classified SHAEF memo of the day 
before states that an estimated 20,000 Americans and 20,000 British remained in Soviet hands. 

Affirmed by Truman, Roosevelt's policy decision -- to avoid military confrontation with 
Stalin over some 20,000 kidnapped American POWs -- was allowed to stand. Coerced and 
forcible repatriation of all "Soviet citizens" was seen as the only possible way to recover our 
men. Implementation of this policy was delegated to the departments and agencies. It appears 
that Field Marshal Alexander, General George Patton, and, to a lesser extent, others (including 
General Eisenhower) resisted the chain of events prior to and following the unsuccessful 
September 1945 Foreign Ministers meetings. The British forcibly repatriated, from Austria to 
almost certain death, some 50,000 anti-communist Cossacks and many more Yugoslav Croatians 
and other minorities -- in the hope of ransoming their own men from the Soviets. According to 
former British Prime Minister Harold MacMillan, only 2000 British were received in return. 

The forced repatriations were accomplished only after mass suicides, shootings, and other 
violence. Patton had meanwhile been ordered back to the U.S. (where he remained until the crisis 
was secretly contained, in July 1945). Upon his return to Europe, he continued, until his death 
following a truck-car collision in December 1945, to urge confrontation with the Soviets. It is 
interesting to note that one of the major reporters whose biased charges led to the removal of 
General George Patton as Commander of the 3rd Army and as Military Governor of Bavaria was 
Carl Levin of the New York Herald Tribune. Levin also wrote a widely quoted, major story on 
June 5, 1945 under the heading: "25,000 US Prisoners Turn Up Alive." In what appears to be the 
primary cover-up story concocted by the U.S. command, Levin quoted U.S. Lt. Col. W.P. 
Schweitzer concluding "that it was unlikely that any others would be found, except stragglers 
who may come in from Russian-occupied Germany." Levin's article helped seal the fate of 
American POWs in Soviet hands. Other U.S. officers were not permitted to tell the truth. 

Stalin Reneges 

POWs and repatriations were a secret topic of the 1945 founding UN Conference in San 
Francisco, the 1945 Hopkins-Stalin meetings, and the Potsdam Conference, though "Poland" was 
the topic most often cited to the public. Allied leaders continued to confront the Soviets with 
evidence that large numbers of Western POWs were in their control, which the Soviets denied. 
In an apparent appeasement attempt, the U.S. and British forces pulled back from the Soviet 
zones at the beginning of July 1945, leaving behind hundreds of thousands of Soviet 
ex-prisoners. Simultaneously, the U.S. extended formal diplomatic recognition of the 
communist-supported government in Poland on July 5, 1945, just prior to the Potsdam 


(c) 2000 American Opinion Publishing, Inc. -- Wwww.thenewamerican.com 


Conference. 

Eisenhower made at least one last personal, roundabout, and unsuccessful effort to secure 
permission from Marshall Zhukov to obtain entrance for American contact officers in 
mid-August 1945. At this same time, General Edwin Sibert, Eisenhower's Chief of Intelligence 
for the Communications Zone (later Deputy Director of the CIA), had begun developing Nazi 
east-front intelligence expert Rheinhard Gehlen. Gehlen's organization, which included a 
stay-behind network inside Soviet-occupied territory, later worked for U.S. Military Intelligence 
and the CIA and became the foundation of the West German Intelligence. Gehlen's debriefings 
of German ex-POWs returning from the Soviet gulags formed the basis for his intelligence 
estimates and provided many (still classified) live sightings of Americans held in the USSR. 

Evidence has surfaced of secret returns of small numbers of Allied prisoners in exchange 
for the forcibly-repatriated Soviet citizens of whom Solzhenitsyn, Lord Bethell, and Nikolai 
Tolstoy have written so eloquently. Stalin reneged on full reciprocation, and most of the Allied 
POWs disappeared into secret, special camps. 

Official documents state that 199,500 British and Commonwealth prisoners -- including 
Canadians, Australians, New Zealanders, and South Africans -- had been held by the Germans 
up to mid-March 1945, yet only 168,746 were eventually repatriated. The total of U.S. prisoners 
in German hands in early 1945 was known to be at least 105,000, but was probably as many as 
120,000, including POWs who were still carried as MIAs. Of these, 91,252 had been officially 
reported repatriated by early 1946. By retaining such numbers of prisoners, the Soviets gained 
the additional benefit of the labor of thousands of technologically-advanced (by Soviet 
standards) Allied prisoners. Others were no doubt made use of by NK VD/KGB and military 
intelligence, and in training KGB and GRU deep-penetration agents and spies. 

Riddled With Spies 

The actions of highly placed Soviet moles and spies in the 1945 British and American 
governments severely compromised the Allies, and greatly assisted the Soviets in this operation. 
H.R. "Kim" Philby was, at the time of the 1945 POW crisis, chief of all Soviet 
counterintelligence for the British Secret Intelligence Service, MI-6. He also was to cultivate 
relationships with American Intelligence officers of the OSS such as Allen Dulles, James 
Angleton, and Frank Wisner, who later became senior CIA officials. 

Donald Maclean was First Secretary of the British Embassy in Washington under Lord 
Halifax, with access to all high-level plans and secret documents on POWs. British Ambassador 
to Moscow Archibald Clark-Kerr maintained long, close relationships with (subsequently 
exposed) Soviet spies such as Guy Burgess, Stig Wennestrom, Richard Sorge, and Gunther 
Stein. He had long been known to his colleagues as a supporter and admirer of the Soviet system 
and Stalin. Documentary evidence now indicates that in mid-March 1945, when Harriman was 
urging direct Presidential action with Stalin over allied POWs in Poland, Clark-Kerr was 
belittling their numbers and urging Churchill not to confront Stalin, for the sake of Allied unity. 

Harry Hopkins, an intimate advisor to Roosevelt and negotiator for Truman, was an 
admirer of Stalin who consistently acted as a Soviet agent-of-influence. His secret 
late-May/early-June 1945 meetings with Stalin in Moscow, while U.S. POWs were disappearing 
in Austria and Germany, may have been decisive to the outcome of the POW blackmail 
operation. Hopkins was "bubbling with enthusiasm about his meetings with Stalin," recalled then 
U.S. Political Advisor Robert Murphy, who also remembered that Hopkins had "changed our 
perspective at SHAEF." Hopkins told Murphy (and Eisenhower): "We can do business with 
Stalin! He will cooperate!" Alger Hiss was also an advisor to Roosevelt at Yalta, where the 
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repatriation of prisoners was settled, and subsequently had access to most critical and secret U.S. 
documents and strategies during the POW kidnapping crisis. 

According to the later BRIDE-VENONA decryptions of secret 1945 Soviet NK VD radio 
traffic, additional Soviet spies and agents-of-influence existed in the American White House, the 
OSS, the Pentagon, and the State Department -- and in Britain's Foreign Office, its signals 
intelligence, and MI-5 -- giving the Soviets precise information on every American and British 
move and countermove, before they were made. One top Soviet spy was identified in the 
VENONA intercepts as having flown back from Moscow to the United States with Harriman in 
his private aircraft. (Hiss has been mentioned as the candidate, but Harry Hopkins and Charles 
Bohlen also traveled with Harriman on occasion.) 

Stalin's failure to reciprocate in the repatriations of 1945-47 resulted in an official 
tendency to minimize the extent of Allied POW losses. In classified U.S. and British documents, 
the totals of prisoners known to be in Soviet hands were scaled down to 5500 Americans and 
8500 British and Commonwealth prisoners. Continuing research indicates that these figures 
reflect a shifting of missing, known prisoners into other categories. According to the 1953 Senate 
testimony of Charles Bohlen, advisor and translator for Roosevelt and Truman, some 60,000 
Americans may have come under Soviet control, of whom only 28,662 were repatriated. Facing 
tough confirmation hearings, Bohlen may have been threatening possible consequences for his 
defeat. After this revelation, Bohlen's nomination as Ambassador to the USSR was swiftly 
approved. Some 78,000 Americans remain missing-in-action from World War IL. 

The military was ordered to implement what was in fact a decision made by the supreme 
civilian authority. Top-secret lists of known U.S. prisoners in Soviet hands were classified and 
buried in the Pentagon by direction of General (later Secretary of State) George Marshall. 
(Former U.S. Army Major Carl Heinmiller, of Haines, Alaska, who served under General 
Marshall in the Pentagon in 1945-46, stated during interviews with this writer in 1987 and 1989 
that in early 1946 he handled classified U.S. documents listing figures, by prison camp numbers, 
totaling thousands of Americans remaining in Soviet captivity at that time. He had long remained 
silent for security reasons.) 

"Show of Force" 

The acute need for intelligence inside Soviet territory -- among other things, to locate 
these hundreds of thousands of missing Allied prisoners for possible secret rescues or 
negotiations -- led to covert U.S.-Soviet air battles in Europe and U.S. naval threats to the 
Soviets at Dairen and Port Arthur, in Manchuria. The temporary halting of forced repatriations in 
September 1945 may have been related to an unfulfilled American expectation that U.S. 
prisoners shipped to Siberia with the Germans would be returned at the same time that 
Japanese-held Americans in Manchuria were repatriated by the Soviets. Instead, American OSS 
teams searching for U.S. POWs in August and September 1945 met with hostile and sometimes 
violent reactions from the Soviets and the communist Chinese. On August 29, 1945 the Soviets 
shot down a U.S. B-29 bomber on a POW rescue mission over Korea. 

After the last POWs handed over by the Soviets in Manchuria had sailed, U.S. forces 
made several military demonstrations of power to the Soviet forces in Manchuria. U.S. carrier 
aircraft made a "show of force" over the harbor at Dairen. Later, U.S. cruisers and destroyers of 
the 7th Fleet made another "show of force." The order for a U.S. military threat to the Soviets 
came from such a high level that senior U.S. officers at the scene were not informed of the 
reasons for it. In declassified U.S. documents, U.S. Army Colonel James Donovan, in charge of a 
POW repatriation team on the scene, reported: 
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This worried Admiral Settle considerably .... Some Russian officers came to see him after 

the cruisers and destroyers had departed .... I do not know if they were lodging a 

protest against the second naval demonstration .... The admiral was at a loss for a 

reasonable explanation. His information from (7th) fleet headquarters stated that a 

show of force would be repeated off Port Arthur .... The admiral had told me that 

a "show of force" is technically rather a belligerent action. 

Secret reports continued to reach Averell Harriman, George Kennan, and General Deane 
at the U.S. Embassy in Moscow, during September 1945 and thereafter, of American prisoners in 
NKVD captivity being subjected to torture to extract "espionage" confessions. In September 
1945 General Eisenhower tried briefly to stop future forced-repatriations at a time when 
approximately 26,000 "Soviet citizens" were still in American custody (a number interestingly 
close to the estimated number of Americans withheld by the Soviets). Assistant Secretary of War 
John McCloy and Undersecretary of State Dean Acheson were among those who concurred in 
the necessity for continuing, in 1946, the forcible return of "Soviet citizens." 

By the end of October 1945, the British government was also expressing public 
dissatisfaction with the lack of Soviet reciprocation in the repatriations of British POWs. On 
October 31, 1945 Great Britain asserted that the Soviet Union was barring British POW teams 
from entering Soviet-occupied territory to search for the thousands of missing British and 
Dominion POWs. Evidently, at some point following the final 1945 returns of Americans and 
British from Soviet territory (and the failure of the London Council of Foreign Ministers meeting 
attended by Molotov, Byrnes, and Bevin), a high-level decision was made to maintain the 
secrecy surrounding the Soviet retention of POWs, while continuing to push for Soviet 
reciprocation .... 

Continued in the next issue of 
THE NEW AMERICAN. 


BAD FOR BUSINESS 


A survey of governmental encroachments on the private sector. 
Handicapping Entrepreneurs 

The Bush Administration, in cahoots with the Congress, is about to impose on American 
business a law of unimaginable costs: the Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA). Under the 
ADA, a company with 15 or more employees can be fined up to $100,000 for "discriminating" 
against the handicapped in hiring. This includes taking the individual's handicap into account as 
it affects his job performance! If the person is otherwise qualified, the company will have to 
spend whatever is necessary to overcome the handicap. 

Firms will be forced to widen corridors, enlarge bathrooms, and install elevators to make 
everything wheelchair-accessible. Expensive electronics will be necessary for the deaf. And 
blind employees are supposed to have necessary papers read to them, even if it means hiring 
additional people. The cost? Gargantuan, but Congress and the White House couldn't care less. 

Big companies can handle the increased cost, but smaller more marginal firms can be 
bankrupted, and entrepreneurs stopped from going into business. Which may be just the point. 
since Rockefeller-Republican welfare measures invariably harm actual and potential competitors 
to the big corporations. Ironically, this bill will also harm the handicapped. The only way they 
can compete with the non-handicapped is by lowering their price; this bill makes them much 
more expensive employees. 

Syphil-Rights? 
The ADA covers more than the handicapped. George Bush says we must also have civil 
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rights for AIDS carriers: "We won't tolerate discrimination," he told a group of business 
executives meeting in Washington about AIDS. It must be illegal to fire AIDS carriers. 

In San Francisco, it's now illegal for someone with infectious hepatitis to be employed in 
a hotel kitchen, but firing a person with AIDS from the same job is also illegal. The ADA would 
extend this principle all across America. 

Since the AIDS Dementia Syndrome affects the brain long before outward symptoms 
appear, what employer wants HIV-positives making important decisions? Their judgment can't 
be trusted. AIDS is a fatal, communicable disease (or a complex of such diseases). Even the 
Bush Administration isn't seeking civil rights for Typhoid Mary, but American businessmen are 
supposed to hire AIDS Eddie, or be punished. Whatever happened to the sanctity of private 
property? 

Cleaning Out Businessmen 

Another horrendous law being prepared for us by our bipartisan masters is the Clean Air 
Act. Now who could be opposed to clean air? In truth, this vastly expensive law could cost 
American business $45 billion and American workers five million jobs. 

Environmentalism got its political start under the original liberal Republican: Teddy 
Roosevelt. When he established the national park system, and locked up millions of acres, he 
made other land -- held by the timber and railroad interests associated with his mentor, J.P. 
Morgan -- much more valuable. Not coincidentally, some of these interests funded the original 
conservation lobbying organization. 

Richard Nixon continued this tradition when he established -- by unconstitutional 
executive order -- the Environmental Protection Agency. Not surprisingly, the EPA's budget has 
been dominated by sewage-treatment and other construction contracts for well-connected big 
businessmen. Small and medium businesses, and the American consumer, have suffered from its 
endless regulations. 

When anything is owned in common -- like air and water -- people tend to abuse the 
resource because they do not have to bear the cost. That's why anyone who is harmed by air 
pollution ought to be able to sue to stop it, and receive damages. But the federal government 
intervened in this common-law process in the 19th century to favor special interests, making it 
impossible -- to take an actual example -- for a farmer to sue a railroad whose spark emissions 
burned down his orchard. 

The federal government also nationalized the coasts and waterways specifically to allow 
pollution by industrial special interests, as well as to build pork-barrel projects. If, as is the case 
with many waterways in England, people had property rights in the streams and rivers running 
through their land, they could prevent pollution just as they prevent trash dumping in their front 
yard. And if fishermen and homeowners held property rights in coastal waters, they too could 
prevent pollution. 

Just one provision in the nearly 600-page "clean air" bill gives the EPA regulatory power 
over every product that is toxic when burned. Since almost everything is toxic when burned, this 
is a grant of centralized bureaucratic power more worthy of the USSR than of the U.S. 

The environmental movement advocates a richer and more powerful government, and a 
poorer people. We are to consume less, recycle garbage, reuse paper towels, put a brick in our 
toilet, not use plastic bags, not use plastic diapers, not use styrofoam containers, not drive, not 
use air conditioning, not take showers, and not use deodorant (no wonder the Left smells like 
that!). 

There's only one good aspect to all of this: The greenies don't understand economics. If 
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they can get their followers to use less, the decreased demand will lower prices, and the rest of us 
can then afford to use more. But shhhh. Don't tell them that. 
-- LLEWELLYN H. ROCKWELL, JR. 


NEWSLETTER LINE 


The American Institute for Economic Research states in its April 2nd Research 
Reports that the massive "bailout" bill for the S&Ls "has effectively allowed the government to 
nationalize a large part of the thrift industry and hampered its ability to sell off thrifts' assets. In 
spite of the growing problems with the bailout, policy makers have yet to begin a serious 
discussion of the most urgently needed reform -- that of federally sponsored deposit insurance." 
(Great Barrington, MA 01230, $48) 

Stephen Leeb argues in the April 11th Personal Finance that bonds have been sluggish 
because U.S. inflation has remained high, "but this is temporary," he says. He believes gold 
could very well stage one more anemic rally to the $400 range. "But with inflation still 
moderating, the trend for the precious metal is down." (Box 1462, Alexandria, VA 22313, $118) 

Paul Sarnoff makes this observation in the April 4th Gold Stocks Advisory: "You are 
looking at a once-in-a-decade opportunity to cash in big -- very big -- in the better South African 
golds. The price declines have opened up a superb buying opportunity in quality South African 
shares. Buy the good South African golds before apartheid is scrapped -- and sell them later 
when everybody is scrambling for their high earnings and dividends." (Box 20345, Columbus, 
OH 43220, $120) 

Lynn Elgert suggests in the April edition of The Lynn Elgert Letter that we are ina 
transition from a bull to a bear market in stocks. "This is not the start of a new bull market. I 
expect that to appear in a few years," he says. (301 South 70th St., Lincoln, NE 68510, $200) 

R.E. McMaster offers the following advice in the April 12th issue of The Reaper. 
"There is no breadth in the stock market rallies. Selected blue chips have been by and large the 
stocks which have benefited. Low dividends argue for stock weakness. Cycles are bearish. 
Remain neutral to bearish." (Box 84901, Phoenix, AZ 85071, $195) 

Jerry Tuma notes in the April 9th Cornerstone Report that his indicator stocks are 
beginning a bear market. Corporate profits continue to deteriorate, interest rates appear to be in a 
long-term uptrend, and "it is folly to think that the collapsing market in Japan will not affect our 
stock market." (611 Ryan Plaza Drive, Suite 730, Arlington, TX 76011, $48) 

Robert Kwasny has this advice for investors in the April 10th Kwasny Economics: 
Unless you are a long-term gold holder, "we urge you to sell now." He sees deflation in key 
markets throughout the economy; falling real estate, oil, and gold prices, "and a falling Japanese 
stock market." (207 Harmon Cove Towers, Secaucus, NJ 07094, $175) 

Daniel Rosenthal insists in the April 10th Silver & Gold Report that, although silver is 
now at bargain levels, there is no rush to buy. However, "I'm totally convinced that if you buy 
silver at any time in the immediate future, you're going to see major profits in 3 to 4 years." (Box 
510, Bethel, CT 06801, $144) 

Margo Ballantine asserts in the April 10th issue of Margo's Market Monitor that the 
stock market has been in a trading range since last October and, like all previous ones, will be 
resolved one way or the other. "At the moment, our arsenal of indicators is showing an 
increasing bias in favor of the upside." (Box 642, Lexington, MA 02173, $125) 

Don Weisman confides in the April 13th AcuTrend that, even if the $360 level in gold is 
violated this summer, "and it now seems increasingly likely that it will, I will keep an open mind 
to the speculative possibilities of what is bound to be a noteworthy rally thereafter." (Box 34, St. 
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Cloud, MN 56302, $150) 

John V. Myers warns in the April 13th edition of Myers’ Finance & Energy that the 
collapsing markets in Japan mean other world stock and bond markets are at risk. "No more easy 
money from Japan means higher interest rates, and falling bond prices. Lower prices across the 
board are headed this way. Devaluation of assets is just around the corner," he says, but "gold is 
not at risk. It has been money for 3000 years and right now it is the only sound money around." 
(N. 7307 Division, Suite 204, Spokane, WA 99208, $200) 

Mary Anne and Pamela Aden argue in the April 10th issue of The Aden Analysis that 
gold has given a major sell signal. It is now beginning a new bear market and should be sold, as 
should gold shares. "If you are still invested in the U.S. or foreign stock markets, we strongly 
urge you to get out of these markets immediately." (Box 523, Bethel, CT 06801, $250) 

Kenneth Coleman offers this observation in the April issue of The Fed Tracker. 
"Unless the Fed continues to keep M1 moving higher, the Dow will soon back and fill in a 
narrow trading range. If the Fed tightens, the Dow will sell off. Keep a close stop-loss on all 
stocks." (4805 Courageous Lane, Carlsbad, CA 92008, $48) 

Tony Henfrey asserts in the April 5th On Markets that his indicators suggest a sharp 
decline is coming in the New York stock exchange. Weakness will exist until the fourth quarter 
of this year, he says. Gold remains long-term bullish, in his opinion. (Box 460, Klouf 3640, 
South Africa, $185) 

-- W.A. "JOHN" JOHNSON 


FREE ENTERPRISE A Reverend's Righteous 
WEUCEVEL 

In recent months in New York City, Chicago, Detroit, and Oakland, inner-city activists 
have been carrying on an aggressive -- and disturbing -- campaign to reduce consumption of 
liquor and cigarettes within their communities. The campaign is disturbing because, rather than 
using persuasion and moral example, various groups have been vandalizing billboards 
advertising beer, tobacco, and liquor. For example, in New York City, Reverend Calvin Butts -- 
the influential pastor of the famous Abyssinian Baptist Church of Harlem -- is currently leading a 
high-profile crusade against billboards that advertise cigarettes and alcohol products in minority 
areas. 

Reverend Butts complains that billboards advertising these products "proliferate in the 
African-American community more than any other community." He adds that very often these 
ads degrade women and are designed to entice youths to use these products. Since March 3rd, 
Reverend Butts and his followers have conducted periodic neighborhood walking tours during 
which they have publicly used rollers and whitewash paint to cover up billboards promoting 
whiskey, cognac, tobacco products, and rum. In one recent outing lasting just over an hour, 
Butts's group whitewashed billboards promoting Salem cigarettes, Colt 45 malt liquor, and 
Christian Brothers brandy. 

Activist groups are also using pressure tactics against outdoor advertising companies to 
force them to remove billboards from their communities. For example, the Metropolitan Outdoor 
Advertising Company recently promised Reverend Butts that its company would remove all 
cigarette billboards within five blocks of schools, play areas, and houses of worship. In addition, 
Metropolitan Advertising permitted Reverend Butts to "convert" one of its former Budweiser 
billboards to a religious message. As a result of Reverend Butts's pressure campaign, a major 
alcohol distributor has also agreed not to renew its contract with the billboard advertising 
company. 
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Murder by Advertising 

Reverend Butts attributes his activist idea to the work of a mysterious Chicago 
whitewasher named "Mandrake," who has mounted a similar campaign in the Windy City. 
Reverend Butts has acknowledged that his actions infringe upon the constitutional rights of 
others, but he justifies them with such comments as, "people are dying every day from these 
products," and, "alcohol kills more people than heroin, marijuana, crack, and cocaine together." 
He adds that black men have a 58 percent higher lung cancer rate than white men. "Make no 
mistake," states Reverend Butts, "these companies are getting away with murder." 

Reverend Butts points out that the New York City police have done nothing to stop the 
protests (to date, there have been no arrests). A spokesman for the NYPD responds: "We have 
not had complaints from anyone. If any of the companies do complain, there could be arrests, but 
none have come forward." 

Why have there been no complaints? Individual advertising companies -- like all 
private-sector businesses -- are very sensitive about their public images. Their success depends 
on building and preserving good will, and on the continued support of the public. As a result, 
these firms tend to be very reluctant about demanding the prosecution of the whitewashing 
protestors. Billboard firms do not want to be perceived as racist or as promoters of the 
destruction of the inner-city. But, since when does an owner have to complain to police when his 
property is being destroyed by a criminal? Would the NYPD stand by and wait for an owner's 
complaint while a gang publicly stripped and burned an automobile, or while a gang broke in to 
ransack a private residence? 

Private Property 

Whether Butts likes it or not, billboards are the private property of advertising 
companies. The billboards being destroyed are owned or leased by the companies selling the 
space to advertisers. These billboards are not owned by the government or by the general public. 
Without the strict maintenance of private property rights, all other rights -- including the right of 
free speech -- become meaningless. No matter how noble the motives, Butts has no right to 
deface the private property of others. 

Butts's tacit assumption is that Harlem consumers are so foolish and ignorant that 
billboard ads will induce them to smoke and drink -- against their wills -- unto death. This 
attitude smacks of paternalism and elitism. Who is he to dictate the private economic choices of 
New York consumers? 

Rather than expending his efforts destroying the private property of others, perhaps 
Reverend Butts should preach his anti-alcohol and anti-tobacco message from his pulpit, and 
take his message to the street corners. Or, perhaps, he could enlist the support of black celebrities 
as role models. In a free economy, all sides have the right to compete for voluntary support in the 
marketplace of ideas. Reverend Butts's heart appears to be in the right place, but his tactics -- the 
destruction of other people's private property -- is not the solution. 

-- MARK D. ISAACS 


LETTERS OF THE REPUBLIC Eisenhower's 
War Crimes 

Other Losses, by James Bacque, Toronto: Stoddart Publishing Company, Ltd., 1989, 248 
pp, cloth. 

During the latter years of the second World War, high-ranking officials in the Roosevelt 
Administration proposed that Germany be, for all intents and purposes, obliterated as a nation. 
Germany was to be virtually leveled. All industry, mining, and shipping were to be confiscated, 
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dismantled, or destroyed and the entire country reduced to a vast pastureland, stretching from the 
French frontier to the western edge of Poland. The document outlining their proposal states that 
the Ruhr, one of the greatest industrial regions of the world, comprising some thirty thousand 
square miles, "should not only be stripped of all presently existing industries but so weakened 
and controlled that it cannot in the forseeable future become an industrialized area .... All 
industrial plants and equipment not destroyed by military action shall either be completely 
dismantled or removed from the area or completely destroyed, all equipment shall be removed 
from the mines and the mines shall be thoroughly wrecked." It was, of course, understood clearly 
that, since they could not support themselves on an agricultural economic base alone, such a plan 
would imply the deliberate starvation of at least 40 percent of the German population (at that 
time, roughly 20 million people). 

White's "Morganthau Plan" 

President Franklin Roosevelt enthusiastically supported the idea, which was ostensibly 
the brainchild of Roosevelt's own Treasury Secretary, Henry Morganthau. Joseph Stalin was 
likewise quite pleased. One can easily imagine the Soviet dictator laughing at the news of the 
plan and greedily rubbing his hands together in unrestrained glee. If the Americans were indeed 
stupid enough to put forth a plan for the postwar destruction of the German people, the Soviets 
might then pose as Germany's defenders. The German people, in their desperation and despair, 
would very likely decide that anything, even communism, was preferable to what the West was 
contemplating. Stalin was undoubtedly aware also that the plan's real author was Morganthau's 
Assistant Secretary, Harry Dexter White, who was later exposed as a Soviet agent. 

Winston Churchill, at least initially, was not a supporter of the concept. His sense of 
history was sufficiently developed for him to know that a prosperous Germany was essential to a 
prosperous Europe. A "pastoralized" Germany would mean that Europe and England would be 
"chained to a dead body," to use the British Prime Minister's colorful phrase. That sort of Europe 
could never recover from the war and would be ripe for eventual plucking by the Soviets. But 
Churchill, characteristically, changed his mind and finally agreed. The prospect, dangled 
alluringly before his eyes, of the capture by England of all of Germany's former overseas markets 
was too enticing. 

What ultimately prevented the full implementation of the infamous Morganthau Plan was 
the outrage of many conservative leaders in the U.S., the strong aversion of the American people 
to the imposition of a vengeful, Carthaginian peace on Germany, and the beginning of the Cold 
War with the USSR. 

Ike's "Gestapo Methods" 

James Bacque, the author of the present volume, recounts this dark chapter in history to 
give his readers some sense of the strange psychology of those bleak days. This forms the 
foundation for his primary purpose, which is to bring to light the appalling actions, in 1945, of 
Dwight David Eisenhower, Commander of Allied Forces in Europe in World War II. If 
unconditional hatred towards defeated Germany typified the official Allied attitude, it was 
Eisenhower who transformed the abstract into the concrete. Thus, according to Bacque, when 
millions of Germans surrendered during the closing days of the war, Eisenhower ordered that 
they be incarcerated in prison camps hastily constructed without "shelter or other comforts," 
without medical supplies or aid, without sanitary facilities of any kind, and without sufficient 
food and water to maintain minimal health. 

The camps were nothing more than open fields, surrounded by barbed wire, in which 
German prisoners stood ankle-deep in muck and human waste. Inmates frequently included not 
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only defeated soldiers but also civilians, the aged, the sick, amputees, women, and children. 
Dysentery, septicemia, typhus, typhoid, and other dread diseases swept through the camps. 
Equally terrible were prisons under the administration of the French Army, in which Germans 
were held for future use as slave laborers in the reconstruction of France. 

What is particularly shocking is that not only did Eisenhower order this abomination, but 
he perpetuated it by frustrating all attempts at alleviating the catastrophe as it developed. While 
the Allies were awash in an abundance of food, tents, medicine, and the like, Eisenhower 
complained of a non-existent "shortage." General George S. Patton blasted Eisenhower for using 
"Gestapo methods" against German prisoners and accused him of trying to decimate "the only 
semi-modern state in Europe so that Russia can swallow the whole." 

Casual Annihilation 

Colonel Dr. Ernest F. Fisher, who fought in World War II and once served as the U.S. 
Army's Senior Historian, states in his Foreword to the book that, "starting in April 1945, the 
United States Army and the French Army casually annihilated about one million men, most of 
them in American camps .... Eisenhower's hatred ... produced the horror of death camps 
unequalled by anything in American military history ... an enormous war crime." For many 
Americans, especially those who remember the 40s and 50s, this statement will evoke a stunned 
silence -- Eisenhower the war criminal? 

Eisenhower was tremendously popular, both as military hero and as President. It was 
therefore very difficult, in the late 1950s, for Americans to understand what Robert Welch was 
talking about when he wondered aloud (in a private letter later published as The Politician) 
about Ike's loyalty to America and to the West. In those days a few, including Welch, were 
already aware of Eisenhower's culpability in another criminal operation, known as "Keelhaul." 

In this notorious action, also directly ordered by the Allied Commander, millions of 
anti-communist Russians and Ukrainians living in western Europe -- some of whom had escaped 
the USSR at the time of the Bolshevik Revolution -- were seized by American and British troops 
and shipped off in trucks and cattle cars to Soviet-occupied Eastern Europe. Stalin, needless to 
say, was delighted. Huge numbers of people were butchered on the spot. The rest were sent to 
labor camps throughout the Soviet empire. Ike's apologists later pleaded that he was innocent of 
this crime inasmuch as he was only "following orders" from Washington. ("Operation Keelhaul" 
is discussed by other historians and is not within the scope of James Bacque's Other Losses.) 

Robert Welch Vindicated 

Through meticulous documentation, Bacque establishes a solid case against Eisenhower. 
The "only following orders" alibi (which, incidentally, was never accepted as a defense in the 
trials of German and Japanese military officers after World War II) will not stand up even to 
casual scrutiny in this case. Given this fact -- and considering the uncooperative, even hostile 
attitude of official American and British archivists to Bacque's research into this cover-up, and 
the positive response the author received from several renowned historians, including Stephen E. 
Ambrose, author of The Supreme Commander: The War Years of General Dwight D. 
Eisenhower -- one is forced to conclude that the judgment made by Welch, over 30 years ago, 
has been vindicated. However appealing his broad smile and congenial exterior, General 
Eisenhower was evidently a man driven by an agenda quite the opposite of that usually ascribed 
to him. 

Surely, there is more literature on the Second World War than on any other war in 
history. New books on various aspects of this very sad epoch appear continually, most of them 
exceedingly superficial in content. Yet, no other war is so shrouded in secrecy. "Prudent" 
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historians, though they may happen occasionally on an uncomfortable truth, avoid publishing the 
controversial and thereby earn the plaudits of the powerful. To our ultimate detriment, large 
segments of this history remain veiled in a thick mist and a genuine conspiracy of silence 
prevails. However, we know that James Bacque is not among those "prudent" historians because 
his book, though carefully researched and superbly written, was refused by every mainstream 
American publisher. (If you doubt that a conspiracy of silence exists, try to order this book from 
one of the major chain-store book dealers.) 

Conservatives, because they are people who learn from history, always prefer an 
uncomfortable truth to a comfortable lie. They should therefore much appreciate this book. 
Other Losses does not make for pleasant reading. It is not a book for the squeamish. It exposes a 
major war atrocity. But, at the same time, it demonstrates that crimes against humanity were not 
committed exclusively by the leaders of one side or the other in that most terrible of wars. More 
to the point, Other Losses helps us to realize that there is no such thing as "collective guilt." 
Individual men sometimes commit crimes, but whole nations do not. Thus, if there is no 
"collective guilt,” there should be no "collective punishment." To understand this is to 
understand the difference between civilization and barbarism. 

-- FR. JAMES THORNTON 


IN LIGHT OF THE PAST "Liberation" 
of South Vietnam 

The following is an excerpt from a book-in-progress, concerning the political activism of 
Tom Hayden and Jane Fonda, by Roger Canfield. 

When 1975 began, Hanoi had finalized plans for its winning offensive against South 
Vietnam. After years of implementing their theory of "political action" against the enemy abroad, 
the North Vietnamese were confident that the U.S. Congress would not allow President Gerald 
Ford to intervene. To test America's intentions, on January 1, 1975 North Vietnamese regular 
military forces attacked Phuoc Binh, a provincial capital only a hundred miles from Saigon. 
There was no U.S. reaction. On January 7th, Phuoc Binh fell. Thereafter, military events moved 
inexorably toward their natural conclusion -- the communist conquest of South Vietnam, 
Cambodia, and Laos. 

The conquest of South Vietnam took only four months, concluding years ahead of 
Hanoi's original schedule. Hanoi's well-equipped troops confronted South Vietnamese troops 
equipped with severely depleted armaments and no hope of further American aid. As North 
Vietnam's key strategist and Minister of Defense, General Vo Nguyen Giap, later commented in 
the book How We Won the War, "[Our party] combined military struggle with political struggle 
and at certain stages ... also with diplomatic struggle, in order to completely defeat the 
U.S.-Thieu neo-colonialist war of aggression." 

"Smell of Freedom" 

While North Vietnam was beginning its final war offensive, Tom Hayden joined Bella 
Abzug, Joan Baez Daniel Ellsberg, George McGovern, Pete Seeger, and thousands of others in a 
National Assembly to Save the Peace in late January 1975. Hayden talked the politics of peace. 
Baez sang songs of peace. Meanwhile, to win the war, North Vietnam sent some 250,000 
additional regular troops to South Vietnam. In all, 418,000 troops moved south. 

U.S. Ambassador to Saigon Graham Martin desperately sought aid for South Vietnam. 
Author Frank Snepp wrote in Decent Interval that Martin's approach to Washington was to 
emphasize the issue of American conspirators and propagandists for Hanoi: "Tom Hayden, Jane 
Fonda, Fred Branfman and Don Luce of the ... Indochina Resource Center were the names he 
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mentioned most often." The FBI and the CIA would not or could not provide Ambassador 
Martin with the information he needed to prove his case against Hanoi's American agents of 
influence -- where they got their money. According to Snepp, no one listened to Ambassador 
Martin, even when he described an identical North Vietnamese propaganda campaign against 
France. 

By March 1975, the communist Khmer Rouge in Cambodia and Hanoi's troops in South 
Vietnam were only weeks away from victory. Jane Fonda was in Moscow sniffing out that 
"smell of freedom" that had first wafted her way during a Soviet military parade on May Day 
1967. While in the USSR, she continued her diatribe against South Vietnam and America. "It's 
not in the Soviet Union where civil liberties are most infringed," she declared, "but in South 
Vietnam." She told the Soviet Literaturnaya Gazeta, that she "would like to use this opportunity 
to thank the Soviet people for the assistance they're rendering to Vietnam." Tom and Jane had 
worked for years to ensure that America (the "common enemy") would render no such assistance 
to South Vietnam or Cambodia. 

"Just a Pittance" 

While Jane enjoyed her visit in Moscow, the North Vietnamese regulars were attacking 
Ban Me Thuot, a city of 90,000, in the heart of South Vietnam. On March 11, 1975 Ban Me 
Thuot fell. South Vietnamese President Thieu had few choices. By March 14th, he had 
withdrawn the ARVN (South Vietnam's army) from the Central Highlands (Pleiky) to re-mass at 
a more defensible line anchored at the coastal city of Tuy Hoa. President Thieu hoped this 
strategic retreat would allow the South Vietnamese to dig in and stop the Northern onslaught at 
this new line. To implement the massing on the Tuy Hoa line, he also had to make a 300-mile 
phased withdrawal southward from just north of Hue through Da Nang, Chu Lai, and Binh Dinh. 
The massive retreat from the coastal northern cities and central highlands turned into a disorderly 
flight and intermingling of demoralized troops and refugees. North Vietnam's artillery turned on 
both the fleeing civilians and the ARVN soldiers. 

Presidents Ford and Thieu pleaded with Congress for emergency military aid to South 
Vietnam. Congressmen were either indifferent or antagonistic. Despondent, President Thieu read 
and reread his secret letters from ex-President Richard Nixon promising military aid, no matter 
what happened. By the end of March, the South Vietnamese were fighting resolutely, but the 
ARVN was low on fire power, replacement parts, strategy, and morale. Finally, the whole of the 
defensive withdrawal from the coastal cities collapsed before the North Vietnamese onslaught. 
Within five days, on March 25th, both Hue and Chu Lai on the northern coast south of the DMZ 
fell. On March 30th, Da Nang fell. 

President Thieu had planned a new east-west line of defense (Nha Trang to Tay Ninh) 
100 miles north of Saigon. That too was to be for nought. Within another five days, on April 2nd, 
Qui Nhon south of Binh Dinh fell. On April 3rd, Tuy Hoa, Nha Trang, and Cam Ranh fell. Only 
Saigon and the Delta remained to be conquered. 

Clogging the roads, hundreds of thousands of refugees fled, not into the arms of their 
northern liberators, but into Saigon. New York Times reporter Robert Reinhold observed that 
Hayden and Fonda "watched ... scenes of refugee flight and death with dismay, but not surprise." 
Reinhold reported Jane's assessment: "The suffering and turmoil have been going on for decades 
-- this is just a pittance." 

Killing Fields 

On April 16th, Phan Rang, a coastal city fifty miles south of Thieu's second (Nha 

Trang-Tay Ninh) defense line, fell. On April 17th, the Cambodian capital fell; led by Pol Pot, the 
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Khmer Rouge entered Phnom Penh and declared "Year Zero." On the day they entered the 
Cambodian capital, the Khmer Rouge force-marched the entire population, including hospital 
patients, out of the city. The "bloodbath" began with a vengeance. Over a period of three years, 
as many as 3,000,000 Cambodians died in the "Killing Fields." This was the bloodbath that Tom 
Hayden had said could be prevented only by a cut-off of U.S. aid to Indochina. 

When the conquering communists entered Phnom Penh on April 18th, Tom Hayden was 
interviewing their Khmer Rouge representatives. The April 18th issue of the New York Times 
cited Hayden's interpretation of the events: "Indochina has not fallen -- it has risen. What has 
fallen is the whole cold war establishment." According to Hayden, the communists would not 
take over the governments of Indochina, but would instead establish coalition governments. "The 
policy of the other side is reconciliation," Hayden confidently asserted as the tanks rolled south 
and innocent civilians fled from the murderous artillery of Hayden's forces of reconciliation. 
"Communism is one of the options that improve people's lives," Hayden proclaimed. 

In another article proclaiming "Peace," Hayden wrote in the May 8, 1975 Rolling Stone: 
"It is a high irony that the new government of Cambodia came to power on a day exactly 200 
years after Paul Revere's ride, but now the shots heard around the world are coming from 
Indochina." 

* * * 

On April 30, 1975, the Soviet tanks of the North Vietnamese 203rd Armored Brigade 
surrounded the Presidential Palace in Saigon. South Vietnam had "risen." The North Vietnamese 
Politburo immediately established control of the Military Management Committee, the ruling 
body of South Vietnam. The NLF or Viet Cong played virtually no role. It would take just over a 
year for Vietnam to be unified officially in July 1976. There would be no coalition, no elections, 
no reconciliations. 

"How Happy They Must Be" 

While thousands of South Vietnamese sought to retain their freedom by desperately 
fighting to board departing planes, helicopters, and ships, the North Vietnamese and the Left in 
America were rejoicing. The commander of the conquering North Vietnamese Army, Colonel 
General Tran Van Tra exclaimed: "There are few moments in life when one is so happy one 
wants to cry. I suddenly felt [as it] my soul were translucent and light." According to radical 
professor Howard Zinn, "everyone stood up and cheered" when a message was read to the 
audience of a protest meeting at Brandeis University on April 30, 1975. The message was that 
"the Saigon Government has surrendered. The war is over." 

Like Colonel General Tran Van Tra, Tom Hayden was close to tears "thinking of the 
faces of the people in Vietnam over the last ten years, thinking how happy they must be." He 
pointed out that, for the "first time in over one hundred years ... their country hasn't been 
occupied ... by either French or American troops. Now they're able to try and put their house in 
order." Jane Fonda was also jubilant about the fall of Saigon. She compared North Vietnam's 
occupation of Saigon to the American Revolution: "a revolution for independence playing itself 
out in Vietnam." She said, "To say Saigon has ‘fallen’ is to say that the 13 colonies 'fell' two 
centuries ago." 

This "joyful welcome to peace" was cause for special celebration. Miraculously 
organized in only ten days, 50,000 people gathered for the celebration held at Sheep Meadow in 
New York City's Central Park on May 9, 1975. The celebrants heard speeches by David 
Dellinger, Bella Abzug, and Elizabeth Holtman. They listened to the music of Joan Baez, Harry 
Belafonte, and Phil Ochs. 


(c) 2000 American Opinion Publishing, Inc. -- Wwww.thenewamerican.com 


Forced Repatriation? 

The citizens of "liberated" Saigon (soon to be renamed Ho Chi Minh City) did not share 
in the joy felt among America's leftist community. According to French journalist Brigitte 
Friang, when the North Vietnamese tanks entered Saigon at noon on April 30th, "They advanced 
into a dead city, welcomed only by 125 foreign journalists. The rush of the press ... not the rush 
of the population." Friang said she knew "the population is not pro-communist ... but I did not 
expect such a strong rejection." 

On May 2nd, the Joint Chiefs of Staff ordered the termination of all American "refugee 
operations." America's role in Vietnam was over. For America, Vietnam meant the 2,500,000 
who had served there, the 58,000 dead, the 300,000 wounded, the 21,000 permanently disabled, 
and the 2500 MIAs. So many young American men and women had paid with their blood and 
youth for the freedom of Indochina, while their leaders showed little wisdom, and even less 
political courage. The defeated people of Indochina would pay even more. 

*K * * 


With the fall of Saigon, Tom Hayden, Jane Fonda, and their friends took up George 
McGovern's call to refuse aid for the fleeing refugees. On May 5, 1975, Tom Hayden spoke at 
Freeborn Hall of the University of California at Davis before an audience of 350. In reference to 
the refugees, Hayden said, "Why are they so frightened? Because they are remnants of a 
privileged class that we Created." He proposed merely temporary asylum and advocated 
immediate action to return the refugees to their country. 

Hayden regarded the Americans' "outpouring of emotion for Vietnamese orphans and 
refugees" as "misdirected." Following Hayden's recommendation, the Center for Constitutional 
Rights (founded by Hayden's Chicago attorneys William Kunstler, Arthur Kinoy, and Morton 
Stavis) filed suit to return orphans brought to America before the fall of Saigon and to place 
them in the custody of the new communist government. 

On August 22, 1975, Laos fell. The third country of Indochina succumbed to 
communism. Nobody noticed. In mid-September of 1975, speaking before the greater Los 
Angeles Press Club, Hayden advocated United Nations membership for both North and 
conquered South Vietnam. In return for this little favor, two votes in the UN, and over $3 billion 
in reparations, Hayden said, the Vietnamese would be more cooperative about American MIAs. 
Hayden reiterated his call for repatriation of the refugees, insisting that most refugees wanted to 
return! 

-- ROGER CANFIELD 


CULTURAL CURRENTS Endowment for 


Anti-Americanism 


Today, America is under siege from its cultural institutions. Although the arts have been 
an ideological battleground for the last three decades. most Americans have been blissfully 
ignorant of the problem until rudely awakened upon learning that obscene, blasphemous, 
Marxist, and anti-American art was being funded with taxpayers' dollars. By now, millions of 
Americans know that the National Endowment for the Arts awarded a grant of $15,000 to 
Andres Serrano for pictures of a crucifix, Pope John Paul, and God submerged in vats of urine. 
They subsequently learned that the NEA had also funded Robert Mapplethorpe's pictures of 
homoerotic sex, child molestation, and sado-masochism and Annie Sprinkle's live-sex 
performances at New York City's Kitchen Theater. What they don't know is that these grants 
represent only the tip of an iceberg that could turn American culture into a river of swill. 

The liberal media has attempted to cover up the mess with the big lie that only 25 out of 
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85,000 grants funded by the NEA have been objectionable. The truth is that there have been 
thousands of objectionable, ugly, obscene, anti-Christian, and anti-American works funded with 
taxpayers' money, and the list is growing. 

The liberal media say congressional critics favor government censorship. This is the other 
big lie. Rather, it is the NEA that is guilty of censorship, consistently refusing grants for art that 
reflects the spiritual, patriotic, and aesthetic values embraced by the vast majority of Americans. 

On June 8, 1989, 106 "outraged" members of the House sent a letter of protest to the 
chairman of the NEA protesting the "horrible abuse of tax dollars" for "morally reprehensible 
trash." "The NEA is in deliberate defiance of Congress and the American people for funding 
numerous obscene, indecent, sacrilegious, and racist projects, which are offensive to the vast 
majority of the American people," charged Congressman Mel Hancock (R-MO). 

On April 4, 1990, a delegation of congressmen gathered in Room 2261 of the Rayburn 
Office Building to address the House Subcommittee on Post Secondary Education considering 
reauthorization of the NEA for another five years. For four hours a packed audience listened to 
charges of NEA-sponsored pornography, bureaucratic cronyism, and wasted millions. 

Acrimony was particularly intense between Congressmen Dana Rohrabacher (R-CA), 
Bob McEwen (R-OH), and Mel Hancock (R-MO) on the one hand and NEA-supporters Pat 
Williams (D-MT) and Paul Henry (R-MI) on the other. Rohrabacher called for abolition of the 
NEA for "sponsoring pornography, blasphemy and other outrages." He denounced NEA funding 
of the Kitchen Theatre live-sex performances of Annie Sprinkle, which featured public 
masturbation with sex toys, oral sex, and invitations to the audience to inspect her vaginal canal 
with flashlights. 

Obscene Waste 

Hancock denounced the NEA for its "obscene waste of taxpayers' funds" and accused 
NEA panelists of "feathering each other's nests and neglecting legitimate art projects." McEwen, 
describing himself as a long-time supporter of the arts, commented: "I cannot sit idly by while 
so-called experts, who can't tell the difference between a Rembrandt and a Monet, fund art 
whose sole purpose is to be offensive." 

Wally Herger (R-CA), a member of the Congressional Art Caucus and a strong supporter 
of the arts, insisted that "artists do not have the right to do anything they want with taxpayers' 
dollars." He chastised "the NEA for denying complicity in funding exhibits which contained 
child pornography, explicit depictions of sexual activity, and live sex shows, (when) there is an 
overwhelming body of evidence to the contrary." Herger concluded: "For every dollar in NEA 
grants provided to obscene or objectionable works, we deprive a legitimate symphony orchestra, 
community theater group, or art gallery of funding opportunities. I believe in adopting 
meaningful standards which state explicitly that obscenity will not be in the best interest of 
promoting the arts in America today." 

Long-time NEA critic Richard Armey (R-TX) blasted the NEA for its "closed door 
policy" and "cronyism." Armey argued that "those who cry out for government funding are 
hypocrites. They don't want freedom of expression, they want money. They care less about 
freedom of expression than they do about the greenback dollar." 

Bill Schuette (R-MI) objected strongly "to the use of taxpayers' money to pay for 
obscenities that masquerade as art. The federal government should not finance artwork which 
reflects bigotry, hatred or obscenity. I was shocked to learn of Andres Serrano's crucifix 
immersed in urine, as well as Annie Sprinkle's recent escapades." 

William Dannemeyer (R-CA), one of the NEA's harshest critics, argued that "freedom 
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turned to license produces trash," and called the NEA program a "disgraceful use of taxpayers' 
money." 

The television networks and the press ignored almost all the testimony and instead 
followed the lead of the Los Angeles Times, which reported "Overwhelming support for the 
NEA." The media also failed to report that the subcommittee refused to listen to testimony from 
art experts opposed to the NEA. The media's bias was further evidenced by the extensive 
coverage given to Hollywood celebrities who demonstrated in Washington earlier in support of 
the NEA. 

-- JAMES F. COOPER 


BETWEEN THE LINES 


(Linda) Greenhouse Effect 

The news media have an increasingly obvious double standard in policy regarding what 
is appropriate behavior by staffers with strong views on abortion. Last year Linda Greenhouse, 
the New York Times Supreme Court reporter, marched in a Washington "abortion rights" 
demonstration. Greenhouse is perhaps the most influential reporter covering the court and the 
issue of abortion in the entire nation. Yet she was not disciplined. 

Meanwhile, at the Milwaukee Journal, a newsroom secretary was fired for refusing to 
stop participating in a weekly vigil outside a local abortion clinic. Diane Dew was not involved 
directly in the coverage of abortion or any other issue. She merely provided clerical support for 
reporters and editors. And now, two journalists at Iowa's tiny Fairfield Ledger have been fired 
for refusing to quit a pro-life organization. News Editor John Kennedy, 31, and People Editor 
Terri Lambertsen, 27, lost their jobs because of their involvement with Southeast Iowa 
Pro-Lifers. Would newspapers be so intolerant of staffers involved in saving the whales as they 
are of those concerned with saving human babies? 

(Kathleen) Hendrix Experience 

When wealthy activist Stanley Sheinbaum, a major benefactor for the Hollywood Left, 
called Los Angeles Times staff writer Kathleen Hendrix and asked her to serve as a moderator 
for a panel discussion on the Middle East, she was only too happy to comply. It turned out that 
the discussion between Mordechai Virshubski, deputy speaker of the Israeli Knesset, and Leila 
Shahid, the Palestine Liberation Organization's representative to Ireland, was also a 
$150-per-couple fund-raiser for Peace Now, a group advocating creation of a Palestinian state on 
the West Bank and Gaza Strip. Receiving equal billing on the invitation -- and also, no doubt, 
bringing the program a great deal of credibility -- was Kathleen Hendrix of the Los Angeles 
Times. 

Senior Editor Noel Greenwood said the Times has strict policies against staffers engaging 
in political activities but didn't want to pass judgment publicly on Hendrix's conflict. Fortunately 
for the Times and Hendrix, the event was canceled at the last minute. 

Safe Targets 

Andy Rooney learned that it's not always safe to say what's on your mind on network 
television anymore. But Richard Bernstein, writing in the New York Times on the subject of 
media sensitivity, says there are some groups that it is still perfectly acceptable to insult. Among 
them: Japanese entrepreneurs, yuppies, Richard Nixon, Donald Trump, and protestant 
fundamentalists. 

High Unnamed Source 

Barbara Reynolds, Inquiry Editor for USA Today, points out how most of her colleagues 

in the press missed an important component of the revolution taking place in Eastern Europe. 
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"Eastern European activists have a lot to tell us about how God rescues people from the depths of 
personal and political hell, but, somehow, much of the press has decided the public has no right 
to know this," she wrote recently. 

It was Reverend Laszlo Tokes, a Hungarian pastor, who helped spark the Romanian 
revolution. He was prepared for a show trial and execution when, he says, "divine intervention" 
brought about the uprising that toppled Communist dictator Nicolae Ceausescu. 

In addition, Reynolds says, references to "Jesus" and the "Christian spirit" were edited 
out of excerpts of Czechoslovakian President Vaclav Havel's New Year's Day address published 
in the New York Times, the Washington Post, and Newsweek. “What does the press have against 
Jesus?" asks USA Today's Reynolds. "Is there bias against Christianity?" 

Journalistic Bent 

Few questioned the American Society of Newspaper Editors (ASNE) last year when it 
assigned Leroy Aarons, senior vice president for news at the Oakland Tribune, to conduct a 
survey of homosexuals in the newsroom. Released recently, the survey showed that homosexuals 
believe coverage of issues of special concern to them is at best mediocre. The report suggests 
recruiting openly homosexual reporters and editors and assigning them to cover those stories. "I, 
as an editor and a gay man, am proud of ASNE," proclaimed Aarons at the group's national 
conference in Washington. 

Pro-IRS Bias 

The author of a new book about the Internal Revenue Service says most of the press is 
biased toward the agency that has grown to twice the size of the CIA and five times the size of 
the FBI. David Burnham, an investigative reporter for the New York Times for 15 years and 
author of A Law Unto Itself: Power, Politics and the IRS, reports that 70 percent of newspaper 
stories about the agency were either positive or neutral. He says that, while the Justice 
Department and the FBI are covered full-time by some in the press, reporters and editors 
routinely ignore "the massive and occasionally abusive process of tax collection." 

Do As We Say 

The Seattle Times self-righteously chastised major state employers for not closing down 
in recognition of Martin Luther King Jr. Day January 15th. The editorial did not mention, 
however, that the editorial itself and the rest of the newspaper's features were by necessity 
brought to readers by employees working on Martin Luther King Day, which the Times did not 
recognize as a company holiday. 


-- JOSEPH FARAH 
SINCERELY George, Call Off the 
Conspiracy! 
F.R. Duplantier 


Robert Polhill and Frank Reed are two of the lucky ones. Having spent more than three 
years in captivity in Lebanon, both had the good fortune to walk free in the closing days of April. 
Sadly, sixteen other hostages (six Americans) remain behind, but, with the eyes of the world 
upon them, they have reason to hope that one day they too will be allowed to return home. 

John Pierce is not so lucky. Captured by the Vietnamese in 1983 following the sinking of 
the Glomar Java Sea, a drilling ship operating in the Gulf of Tonkin, he remains in captivity with 
little or no hope of ever being rescued (see page 14). You see, there's one insurmountable 
obstacle to his recovery: His own government refuses to acknowledge his existence. For nearly 
seven years now, his father, Douglas, has done everything he could think of to coax the 
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appropriate American officials into taking action on John's behalf, and has gotten nowhere. 

There appears to have been no legitimate investigation into John Pierce's disappearance, 
no demand made of the Vietnamese for his return, no explanations given and no apologies made 
by public servants unable or unwilling to perform their duties, no sympathy shown to the 
grieving father. Instead, Douglas Pierce has been made to feel like a crank for demonstrating the 
natural solicitude of a father for his son. 

We Know They're There 

In an era accustomed to barbarism, the treatment accorded to Douglas Pierce surpasses 
outrage. And yet, Mr. Pierce is but one of tens of thousands of loving parents whose sons have 
been abandoned by our leaders over the past seven decades. American soldiers have fought in 
four foreign wars in this century, and the thousands who have been left behind after the 
conclusion of each have simply been written off. Robert Polhill and Frank Reed may have 
suffered through three years of captivity in Lebanon, but American soldiers have remained 
imprisoned in Vietnam for fifteen years and more. God only knows how long the POWs of the 
First World War remained in captivity. One shudders to think that American men abandoned 
after World War II may still be alive, after forty-five years of servitude. 

We the people of the United States may place too much faith in our leaders, we may be 
trusting and slow to anger, but we're not stupid. Poll after poll has shown that the vast majority 
of us know in our hearts that our fathers, our brothers, and our sons languish in captivity. We 
know that they are there; we know that our leaders lie when they deny this horrible fact. 

Threshold of Forbearance 

What the polls do not show is the threshold of our forbearance -- how much longer we 
will tolerate the tragedy. Clearly, our patience is wearing thin. The day of polite inquiries is 
nearing an end; soon we will demand answers: Don't tell us that they are not there, for we know 
they are. Tell us why you have done nothing to rescue them. Tell us why you should not suffer 
the fate of collaborators. 

What sort of men are you? Whose side are you on? These are the questions you will have 
to answer. Yes, they've been asked before -- by Robert Welch and others -- and you've managed 
to sidestep the issues, ignoring the questions, changing the subject, ridiculing the questioners. 
But the questions are coming from all sides now -- from James Bacque and John Brown and 
Douglas Pierce, and from thousands of angry Americans all across this country. You cannot 
dodge them forever. 

What monstrous greed or lust for power can justify the sacrifice of your own 
countrymen? Can anything really be worth the suffering you've caused them? Can you possibly 
enjoy your ill-gotten gains knowing the price that is being paid for them? How can you live with 
yourselves? 

Give it up. Call off the conspiracy. Acknowledge the existence of the Americans you've 
abandoned. Bring a// the hostages home. For once in your deceit-filled lives, do the decent thing. 
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